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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This study applies a new and highly discrete system for classifying
homogeneocus units of terrain within the urban (MOUT) enviromment. The
system, refined for this treport, was initroduced by the author in
conjunction with the development and use of a computer-assisted game
(ACABUG) for combat development studiees initiated by U.S. Army Training and
Doctrine Command's (TRADOC) System Analysis Activity (TRASANA), White Sands
Missile Range, NM. The system used here reprecents an attempt to identify
and understand varying patterns of urban terrain that would be encountered
in MOUT activity anywhere in the world. Previously employed systems have
either been restricted to the west European theater or were develoned (as
long ago as World War II) for special purposes such as assessment of aerial
bombardment damage. The study is specifically dedicated to supporting the
data requirements of today's MOUT planners and scientists engaged in
wveapon® davelopment and combat development studies.

Distinct steps were followed in obtaining and analyzing the data
produced in the study. First, representative cities were selected from the
four major regions to be sampled: Europe, Mediterranean-Middle East,
Asian, and Latin American. The European group consists of Halsinki,
Finland; Braunschweig and Stuttgart, West Germany; and Vienna, Austria. In
the Mediterranean-Missile East srea are Athens-Piraeus, Greece; Beirut,
Lebanon; Tel Aviv-Yafo, Israel; and Tunis, Tunisia. The Asian cities are
Kuala Lumpur, Malyasia; and Colombo, Sri Lanka. Latin American cities are
Sun Jose, Costa Rica; Panama City-Balbos, Panama; and Caracas, Venezuela.
Visual imagery and maps were obtained for each city. Territory studied
within each city was, as nearly as data .uverage allowed, the contiguously
built-up urban and suburban area.

The second step consisted of delineating the urban terrain zonea on
maps of the city. Zonal identification was determined from image
interpretation and supported by visits to all but one of the cities to
determine "ground truth." Nearly all the urban terrain gones have numerous
occurrences within each city. The term zone is defined here to indicate
areas of howogeneous types of urban terrain. Once delineation was
completed, individual thematic maps were created of each zone in each city.
Each map is reproduced and appears in Appendix C.

Measuremants (in hectares) of each zone were then made and tabulated.
Tables were prepared that summed data by each city and totaled by region
for all the study cities.

These data were analyzed and aggregated in various ways, for example,
vhather buildings within xones were attached or detached and by functional
use, asuch ac residential, commercial, industrial/storage, etc. Ranking
each zone, in accordance with ite area covered, was also done 1a order to
aid understanding the nature of the MOUT environment,
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The search for replicative patterns of the sones was furthered by the
crcation of a series of thematic maps of single functions of selected urban
terrain zones. Each vas comparel and analyszed.

Several findings could prove Lo be sigrificant to MOUT planners. One
is the measurcment that, all togethar, about two-thirds (69.6 percent) of
the area of all urban terrain (including open spaces) has buildings that
are detached from one another. The ccmumonly expressed concept of urban
terrain consisting mainly of attached ouildings aligned along "street
canyons" aud therefore causing severe problems for personnel and vehicle
movement (masking, restrictive arming distances, etc.) is applicable in
only about one-fifth of the total area of the city, (even though this
portion almost invariably contains the tallest buildings and a city's most
valuable and significant real estate). These data, summed by city and
aggregated by region, provide a further leval of information. For many
terrain zone classes, little variation is seen from one region to another
indicating the universality of the characteristice of the urban eaviron-
ment. The identification of situations where zonal variation is significant
is potentially useful to MOUT scientists in making regional adjustments to
the universal generalizations.

The data are also aggregated by functional use in order to provide a
familiar base. In a general way, 63.8 percent of the area of cities is
taken up with residential land use, Industrial/storage is the next most
important, with 14.1 percent of the total, while commercial uses, in total,
form only a perhaps surprisingly small 2.5 percent of total area.

Especially important is the finding that only 1 percent of the total
aggregated srea of cities is consumed by the moat significant and treasured
area of all, the city core. Of course, if floor space were to be
considered, this area of high~rise buildings would account for a fairly
high proportion of the total floor space of a city. Also, the tall
buildings of the core area impart a distinctive character to the urban
environment, one that provides a unique set of both advantages and
disadvantages to either attackers or defenders.

Analysis of a series of siugle thematic maps of selected terrain zones
provides a base for the deveiopment of urban spatial models that could be
extremely useful in MOUT planning. Bach of the sets of zonal msps conveys
useful generalisations, To wit, the core areas of cities are 1ot slways
located at the centroid of a city but rather are found at points that were
most central at the time of a city's early development. PFor instance, for
port. cities, these cores developed at the waterfront and, with few
exceptions, have not migrated to another part of the city even though the
built-up area has increased several fold. Likewise, railroad and
dock-related industrial/storage areas are found in earlier developed
sections of the city, wmainly at the periphery of the core areas, wtara
docks and railroad lines serve (or did serve) the core. The wodern
open-set apartment complexes are located invariably at fairly great
distances from the core on land parcels large enough for plarnned
developments. They form a loose riny at the edge of wmost of the cities,
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As wight be expected, the areas of low density, detached single-family
houses, are virtually all found at the outermost edges of the built-up
arsa. The administrative/cultural centers, by contrast, are the moat
evenly distributed of all =sonal classes because they consist of the
concentrated core to the remarkably aevenly distributed elementary and
secondary schools.

In addition to the wmapping, measuring, and analyzing of the terrain
zones as spatial phenowena, the types and heights of buildings within the
gzones were also studied and recorded. Mass construction buildings form a
majority in some zones while framed buildings dominate in other szones. As
would be expected, mass construction is the mode in the older attached and
detached houses scnes. These structures also form the majority in the
detached, but close-set, low-rise apartment gzones. Framed construction
buildings, however, form the majority in all three subtypes of the
industrial/storage zone. They are also dominant, as anticipated, ia the
detached, open-set apartment sone, in the core periphery gone, and in the
administrativea/cultural zone.

Urban terrain szones also tave distinctive characteristics of building
height. The zones of tall buildings are the core areas, their peripheries,
planned detached apartmwent complexes, and outer cities. The zones with low
buildings are those of truck-related detached industrial/storage, houses,
commercial ribbons, and administrative/cultural uses.

Detailed measurements are provided for buildings of the core areas of
the studied cities. Data are given on building construction type, building
height, and texture of outer wall surfaces. PFramed buildings (heavy clad
and light clad coubined) form 60.3 perceat of the total. Despite the image
of core areas being tall, on the average for all the cities, only 22
percent of all core area buildings are over eight stories high. The most
common height is three, four, and five stories. Surface texture is a
related feature. Many of these buildings are of mass construction, and
according to common practice, have had plaster placed ~ver the bricks to
protect them from weathering. Over 60 percent of the core area buildings
are plastered. The remainder consists of decorative brick, stone veneer,
glass, and composition material.

The following conclusions were reached:

® Though many counditions vary widely for cities around the world,
a positive sense of order and replication exists for the urban terrain
zones of these cities.

® Urban terrain zones and building types of these cities are
readily classified in accordance with a universal scheme.

® The atuéy cities are remarkably similar in the physical
characteristics of their buildings and terrain zones despite visual
differences in architecture.
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® Interpreting remotely sensed imagery, supported by 'ground
truth" observations, is a valid method of acquiring highly detailed data.

® Field observations indicate that the principles concerning MOUT
usage of buildings (developed in the Training Aids publication [Ellefsen,

Carlson, Thein, Milligan, Lein, & Kanemoto, 1981] are applicadble to the
study cities).

® The urban terrain zones delimited in the study are at near the

optimum level of generalization to serve the needs of a variety of MOUT
studies. '

® Variations in cities from region to region are caused, to a

considerable degree, by differences in level of economic development and
cultural oreferences.

® Development of a spatial model can be achieved by expanding and
using the single urban terrain gone thematic maps. Such a model has a high
potentia. value for future MOUT studies.

® The extensive spatial expansion of cities throughout the world
in the last three decades has significant ramifications for MOUT. One is
the greatly increased use of reinforced concrete framed construction in all
parts of cities. This is only one expression of the pronounced trend to
using ever lighter construction in the last century. Another is the
construction of such related urban terrain sones as detached, high-rise
apartments, truck-related industrial/storage sones, and shopping centers.
These have the effect of producing a somewhat sharper edge tc the periphery

of the city than is the case with unplanned incremeatal expansion composed
primarily of houtes,

These lead to the following recommendatinns:

® MOUT planners should develop a data base (containing
information on terrain gones, buildings, «tc.) for a large number of
international cities where threat situations could occur. Suzh a base

would be useful both to general theoretical studies and to the development
of a discrete inventory.

® Develop a general spatial model of the urban terrain szones of
cities with variatione of the model for the different regions.

® Prepare contingency planning for the new type of features
encountered in the ever expanding peripheral areas of cities, the region
loosely and misleadingly referred to au the suburbs,

® The data acquired and the knowledge gained of the characteris-
tics of the MOUT environment should be transmitted to the entire MOUT
community in general ard to branches oi the U.S. Army in particular.



® The concept of urban terrain zones should be directed to MOUT
planners, especially those in combgt development and weapone development,
These zones could serve as elementary Luilding blocks in the development of
specialized techniques u«nd variations of weupons. <The MOUTI envircnment is
significantly varied from place to place within the city and these
differences should be incorpurated into thinking about urban combat. The
urban teirrair. should not be treated simplistically. Each urban terrain
zone has advantages and disadva.tagee.
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URBAN TERRAIN ZONE CHARACTERISTICS

INTRODUCTION

Scientists engaged in weapons development or combat development |
studies have a general need for information about the environment as a |
significant design parameter; an example would be the effects of deserts
and jungles on equipment., A special need exists for detailed informgtion
on the nature of the urban terrain, for studies generally classed under the
heading of Military Operations on Urban Terrain (MOUT).

The principal purpose of this study is to add to the existing MOUT
data base pertinent information about the urban enviromment in 13 selected
urban areas from around the world representing several broad environments,
Representing the Northwest European urban environment are the cities of
Helsinki, Finlandi; Braunschweig and Stuttgart, West Germany; and Vienna,
Austria. The Mediterranean-Middle East area is represented by Athens-~
Pireaus, Greece; Beirut, Lebanon; Tel Aviv-Yafo, Israel; and Tunis,
Tunisia. Asia is represented by Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia; and Colombo, Sri
Lanka, Latin America is represented by San Jose, Costa Rica; Panama
City-Balboa, Panama; and Caracas, Venezuela. ’

The information presented in this report, gathered specifically to
support weapons development work, consists primarily of the two major itews
of 1) delineation and description of the urban terrain zones of the study
cities; and 2) the types of buildings and their characteristics found in
those zones, The data gathered in the course of the study (both in field
work and in interpretation of aerial imagery) are analyzed and generalized
upon Wwith a view toward characterizing urban terrain generally aud in broad

' regions of the world specifically.

The study is an extension of work done earlier by the author and
collaborating colleagues. The first probe into the character of the urban
b terrain was published as part of a broad study suppo-ted by the Advanced
Research Projects Agency (ARPA), now DARPA, and appeared under the title of
Military Operations in Built-up Areas (Ellefsen, 1973). A later study
(Ellefsen, Coffland, & Orr, 1977) began an inquiry into buildings, as an
integral part of urban terrain, that continued in several later works. One
of these works, Urban Terrain Analysis Training Aids (Ellefsen, Carlson,
Thein, Milligan, Lein, & Kanemoto, 1981), provided specific data on build-~
ing characteristics that were later incorporated into U.S. Army Field
Manual 90-10-1, An Infantryman's Guide to Urban Combat (Department of the
Army, 1980).

The information provided in these studies has also been used in

support of the modeling of urban terrain for combat developaent studies.

Interest in the subject has been expressed both within the U.S. Army and
internationally for the four English speaking countries (the United States

[America], Britain, Canada, and Australia, the ABCA countries). The four

! countries collaborated on a Quadripartite experiment with urban terrain
modeling., One product of this joint effort was the development of a syatem

of classifying both the building and the zones, as components of the urban

terrain, one that can lead to standardization of terms for the purpose of
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enhancing communica. on among the armiecs of the four countries. The study
(Eilefsen, 1983) was published by TRADOC Systems Analysis Activity
(TRASANA) under the title of American Canadian Australian British Urban
Game (ACABUG) Urban Terrain Classification Syatem. The claseification
system introduced ‘n that document is applied in this study.

METHOD

A method had to be devised to examine objectively the physical
characteristics of the urban environment. Because these physical
characteristics deal with form--in the form of patterns of zones, streets,
open space and other spatial items, and in the buildings that occupy these
urban surface spaces--the term morphology, or literally form or shape, was
adopted and is used throughout this document, The term is used to make
clear the separation from function, the use to which buildings and net
built-upon surface is put., The coatention is made that the form and shape
of the city are of far greater importance in a combat situation than is the
civilian usage of the city in a precombat enviromment.

The notion of form and shape is of wvital importance in making a
distinction between urbar terrain and nonurban terrain. Urban terrain,
being a man-made environment, is composed of angular forms, the like of
which occurs only rarely in nonvrban terrain. Not only are these forms
angular in planimetric pattern (as a grid street pattern) but in the third
dimeusion as well. Verticality becomes of great importance, for this not
only creates extremely difficult barriers to assault, but provides the
defense with a man-made form of '"high ground." A large city provides
several planes of 'urban high ground" and, in many instances, a
subterranean level in addition. Moreover, the multiplication of surface
space in the form of multistory buildings, means that even though the total
area of cities is not very great, the agsregate total surface space (the
floor area) on which combat could occur is several times greater than the
surface space as shown on a map and represents a sizable area when totaled.
From the viewpoint of the defender, this urban space is both large and
complex in its characteristics. Further considering the concealment and
cover possibilities provided by buildings, there is little cause for wonder
at the frequently quoted statament that urban terrain is a force multiplier
to the defenders,

Procedural Steps Employed
The method involved for all of the cities examined is detailed belcow.

Development of the classification systems. A prerequisite step
in the development of the system was the identification of order in the
urban univarse. Considering that cities are composed of buildings,
streets, sand other man-made features, the call for finding order can best
be subdivided into the three basic steps of 1) developing a system to
classify types of building conatruction; 2) developing a system for
classifying urban terrian zones within the city; and 3) delineating these
zones on large-scale urban maps. Thus, two major classification systems
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were formed, one for building construction types (see Appendix A), the
other for urban terrain zones. The method for classifying buildings
evolved during the course of severel projects (as presented in two major
monographs, one Urban Building Characteristice, Setting and Structure of
Building Types in Selected World Cities [Ellefsen, Coffland, & Orr, 1977];
and the other, Urban Terrian Analysis Training Aids [Ellefsen, Carlson,
Thein, Milligan, Lein, & Kanemoto, 198l1]). The method for classifying
urban terrain zones was designed while the author was engaged in the ABCA
project at TRASANA and was published primarily in American Canadian
Australian British Urban Game (ACABUG), Urban Terrain Classification
System (Ellefsen, 1983),

In this study, these systems were used to delimit the urban terrain
zones of each city and to record building types found therein., This was
achieved bty performing photo interpretation techniques on visual imagery of
the study cities; resolution of the imagary was fine encugh to see
revealing characteristics of buildings and their settings. To support the
interpretation of the images, all but one city (3eirut) was visited to gain
"ground truth" information. This information supported and corroborated
image interpretation and provided additional data on such features as the
nature of building constrvction materials.

The urban terraian zone classification system (Table 1) used is as
given below. The system is designed around the concept of progresesively
more complex levels. Level I, the most general, makes the primary
distinction between zones where buildings are attached to each other with
little or uno setback from the street from zones where buildings are
detached from each other. Within this detached class there are those where
there is but little distance (a few meters) between structures and those
where a considerable amount of distance separates buildings. Level II, the
heart of the classification system as used in this study, provides
accounting for zones that are distinctly different from each other both in
overall pattern aud in types of buildings occupying them. Level III,
used only in one instance in this astudy, provides for yet more detail and
subdivision of broader classes.

Urban Terrain Zones: Definitions

Urban terrain is not the same in all parts of the city. Downtown
areas—-with their tall buildings set close to each other--are obviously
very differeat from industrial areas and from sections of single-family
detached houses. These differences cause great variation in the important
military considerations of cover, concealment, deployment, maneuver, etc.

In the following sections, a classification of urban terrain zones is
presented, omne that has proven to be suitable for the study cities and
others examined elsewhere by the author. Extrapolation suggests that the
urban terrain zones used here are applicable everywhere.
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Table 1

Urban Terrain Zone Classification System for MOUT Studies

Class Levels

Level I

Level II Level III

A Attached

(Attached build-
ings, little or
no setback,
"Urban Form")

A-) Commercial offices, retail, etc.;

core area; low- to high-rise; mass and
framed construction; to present

A-2 Apartments/hotels; near core area;
virtually complete filling of block
frontage; 4 and more stories high;
mostly pre-World War II

A-3 Apartments and abutted-wall houses;
adjacent to core area; fewer than 4
stories; mostly pre-World War II

A-4 Industrial/storage; near core area;

on ordered blocks with little or no set-
back; wedium-rise; mass and framed con-

struction; mostly pre-World War II

A-5 Commercial ribbon development; on some
arterials outward from core and elsewhere;
virtually complete filling of block frontage
along street; low~ to medium~rise {to 5
stories); to present

A-9 Commercial residential only slightly
modified old city core; near modern core;

commonly 2-6 stories; (example, European
Medieval, Middle East Medinas)

(continued)
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Table 1 (Continued)

Urban Terrain Zone Classification System for MOUT Studies

Class Levels
Level 1 , Level II Level III
D - Detached Dcl Commercial office; core arca; high-
(Detached build- rise; light-clad framed; post-1945
ings [set back
from street with Dc2 Residential apartments/row houses,
rear to rear and 75% and more block frontage; varying
lateral separa- locations; to present
tion from
neighboring Dc3 Residential houses, 752 and more
structures—— block frontage; varying locations; to
"Rural Form"]; present
two levels of
building con- Dc4 Industrial/storage, linear building
centration, pattern; railroad or dock-related; low-
close-set and rise; to present
open-set)
Dc5 Commercial office ("OQuter City"); at
Close-set ¢ metropolitan area periphery; high-rise;
light-clad framed; post-1945
Dc7 Residential dominant, former nucle-
ated agricultural village; at city peri-
phery (sometimes engulfed); low-rise;
old construction
Dc8 Residential "Shanty Towns" (e.g.,
Bidonvilles); city periphery locations;
temporary construction; low-rise; post-1945
(continued)
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Table 1 (Contin§§d)

Urban Terrain Zone Classification Sys-em for MOUT Studies

Class Levels

Level I

Level I1 Level III

D -~ Detached

Open-Set o

Dol Shopping Centers; beyond core;
low-rise, mass construction dominant;
post-1945

Do2 Residential apartments and row
housing, less than 75% block frontage;
low~ to medium-rise; varying locations;
low- to high-rise; post~-1945

Do3 Residential houses, less than 75% Do31 Week-

frontage; low-rise; varying locations; end houses

to present (Huten) lo-
cated in
public leased
areas in
Germany

Do4 Industrial/storage, truck-related;
varying locations; ordered pattern within
zone (buildings fairly evenly spaced,
separated by parking lots, storage area);
low-rise; post-1920's

Do5 Commercial ribbon development; along
some new arterials; open pattern (buildings
separated by intervening parking lots and
open storage arcas); low-rise (fewer tham 5
stories); post-1945

Do6 Administrative/cultural (e.g., govern-
ment, schools, hospital complexes); low- to
medium-rise; varying locations; ordered
building pattern; to present
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Why is it that cities may be readily divided into distinctive zones?
The answer lies in the fact that people in ci%ies everywhere react in about
the same way to universa® economic conditions or problems. In the case of
urban terrain zones, the response to the ccst of land on which to erect
city buildings is always the same. First, the cost of land in cities is
the greatest at the point in the city that has been or is currently the
easiest to reach. Such points are ordinarily located where major roads
intersect. The aligmment of these roads is, in turn, determined either by
some natural funneling (as a road along a river) or by some condition that
prevailed during the early development of a city.

These points that are the most easily reached (most accessible)
provide the means for people to get together to conduct the most important
function of a city--the exchange of goods and services. The center is thus
the optimum place for people to communicate with each other. In these
core, or 'downtown," areas are found the main commercial, banking,
cultural, entertainment, and government activities.

Because of the concentration of these activities, the limited amount
of land available quickly attained very high values. (Downtown land is so
expensive that it is commonly sold by the "front foot"--the frontage on the
street--in U.S. cities). The cost of land was so high that little or no
unbuilt-upon ("open') space could be conceded. Each building had to occupy
all the available land on its lot to justify the high cost of the land.
Even more important, builders quickly found that the ground surface could
be multiplied by the construction of multiple story buildings. This
reaction is carried to extremes in the downtown areas of today's cities
with their buildings reaching 50 stories and more above ground and 3 or 4
stories below ground.

Everywhere else in cities, land values are lower than in the downtown
area, Accordingly, buildings are shorter and often do no use all the
surface of the lots they occupy. A city generally has ites highest land
values (and accordingly its tallest and most densely spaced buildings) in
the core area. Land values are progressively lower in going from the city
core to the edge of the suburbs. Building height and density fall off
accordingly (with some exceptions to ba looked at later) so that the
profile of a citv looks something like a pyramid although one where the
slope is very steep at the center but shallow farther out.

While varying land values account for most of a city's zonal pattern,
some other conditions are also at work. Some city activities, such as
industry, are located where transportation is easiest, as along railroad
lines or at dockside. Many modern industrial centers-—those that depend
mainly on truck transportation--are often located at junctions of major
highways at the edge of the city., Some other types of urban terrain zones,
such as administrative/cultural land uses, owe their locations to govern-
mental decisions and not to the market value of the land.
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Larger cities have urban terrain szones that are both larger and more
vell-defined than those in small cities. Obviously, the core areas of
larger ci“ies cover more area and usually will have taller buildings than
counterpart areas of lesser cities. Apartment house szones, industrial/
storage gones, and others follow the same pattern.

Explanation and Examples

The classification system presented in Table 1 is subdivided into
three Levels: I, II, and III, Level I simply divides 1) the urban terrain
gonas whose buildings are attached from those, 2) where the buiidings are
detached (from each other). The detached building class, in turn, is
subdivided ivto those detached buildings that are quite close to sach other
(Dc classes, datached, close-set as opposed to those that are set apart
from one another (Do classes, detached, open-set).

The Level I distinction between attached and detached is of extreme
importance to wilitary operations. The zones of a city with attached
buildings are those that are either in or near the c:re of the city where
land values are 80 high that all surface space is covered by buildings. In
these areas, the main nonbuilt-upon space i that of the city streets
themselves. Combat in these areas could be conducted mainly 1) in the
streets, 2) within the buildings, or 3) between opposing forces, one
located in the buldings, the other in the streets. Only small areas of
open space are found in the gttached building szones and these are in the
form of small parks, parking lots, etc.

In the zones having detached buildings, the open space lying among the
buildings could be involved in a combat situation. Possibilities appear
then for dismounted infantry and e¢ven vehicles to use surface space other
than the streets. This concept is indicated by the use of arrows in the
wmodels of each urban terrain zone.

With the detached building zones, the.. is also the opeaning up of two
more sides of the buildings; in the attached building szones there is only
the front side (the side facing the street) and sometimes, but not always,
the rear of the buildings facing an open court or an alley. Detached
buildings have four (or more) exposed faces. This means that the number of
pessible firing positions from within a Luilding is at least twice that of
attached buildings and, at the same time, increases exposure to being fired
upon from all sides.

The remaining levels--IY and III--give more detail. Level Ii contains
the subdivisions of Level I. These zones are found in cities all over the
world, although not all zones are found in all cities. Level III is used
to cover specialized local types of situations that cam occur, for
instance, vhen local custom or culture is followed in city construction or
vhen an area favors a certain local type of building material, Two
examples of Level III are given.
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Tevel II is the part of the classification system of greatest use to
ground military operations., The title o% the classes of this gone consist
of a) the use of buildings in the zone; b) the zone's location within the
city; c¢) the main type of building comstruction fuund there; and d) the
period in history during which the zone developed. Fach of these is
important in the development of a MOUT planner's understanding of the urban
terrain., Each point wfll be takea up in order in the following material.

The use of buildings of a zone is given first because it is the most
familiar and can serve as a ready reference. It also provides soume
indication of what the interiors of the buildings are probably like.
Knowing these things, the MOUT planner can begin to forecast some of the
opportunities and some of the problems that might arise from either the
offensive or defensive point of view. Important distinctions are also seen
in building interiors. For instance, differences in room sizes between
offices, industrial/storage buildings, and houses have a bearing or Jhether
or not certain weapons might be fired from within them.

The second item, the location within the city, gives a quick
indication of where to expect such features regardless of the city
encounterad, Some, suc: as the core, railroad and dock-related
industrial/storage arez3 have easily predictable locations whea examining
an unknown city. Others, such as the zone where apartment houses are
predominant, appear at varying locations.

The third item in the classification system, the physical character-
istics of buildings found in the zone, is a good indicatior of what can be
¢xpected in such important items as concealment and cover possibilitier,
and weapons deployment. The general heights of the buildings are iadicated
(low-rise, one and two stories; medium-rise, three to five stories; and
high-rise, above f.re stories). For these classes where a single type of
building construction is fcund nearly everywhere throughout the rone, that
building type s listed (details on building typer avre given in Appendix
A).

The fourth item, the age of most of the corstruction of the zone, is
reiated tc the building type. Some zones contain only old building types,
in others only aew structures szre fcund, and some ("t. present") have
experienced a couatsat replicing of oider structures with new.

Thus, each zone ir the system has a set of characteristics that
makes it different from all other zones and each is a distinctive urban
envirommenr{ or urban terrian zone. Its unique combination of characteritics
causes it tu have, in turn, a special set of opportunities and constraints
relating to military operations. In the case of each gone, there is a
certain mix of building types (in eome instances, a single type dominates),
a certain density of buildings (affecting, for exanple, 1lines of
sight, engagement ranges, and weapon arming distances), a certain
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pattern of street width and configurations, a generalized land-use pattern,
snd a common history. These points will become evident for each of the
sonas as they gre described below.

Zones with Attached Buildirgs

Buildinge in this group of sones are abutted to one another along
the street, have little or no setback from the sidewalk, and occupy all or
nearly all of the lot on which they sit. Any movement, mounted or dis~
mounted, is effectively channeled onto the straets or through or over the
buildings themselves,

The Commercial Core (Class Al). The z0ne (see Figure 1) is
the heart of the city, the downtown, or ceniral business district or its
equivalent in another languuge. It is that aresz of a city having the
densest concantration of multistory buildings. A variety of counstruction
types is found, A common situation is to have brick buildings in the
oldett part of the xone, framed, heavy-clad structures in the next to
oldest part, and a concentration of framed, light-clad buildings in the
newest part. In German cities, and others with repaired war demage (London
is a good example), framed light-clad buildings have been built on the sites
of destroyed brick buildings.

The sone is of great value to any city. It is the headquar-
ters for commercial/financial activity and usually has important cultural
and governmental buildings. Its defense is important simply because its
loss would be catastrophic to the economy and to governance. These zones
can be thought of as the civilian counterparts of a military headquarters.

Urban terrain in this zone provides many opportunities for
defending forces. At many places within such a diverse stock of buildings
there can be found areas providing a high degree of cover, possibilities
for weapon deployment, and the conducting of combat support services. Also
of importance, this sone has the greatest quantity of subterranean features
of all the zones. Also, significant underground features exist in the form
of basements, underground parking, and sometimes underground shopping
areas, and transportation facilitige.

Four Plus Stories (Class A2). This
gone (Figure 2) consists of medium to tall apartment buildings and is
~~rmally situated just beyond a city's commercial core sone. Land value is
still high so buildings must use all their lot space (that is, be attached
to one another). Further, surface space is multiplied by its buildings
that are four and more stories tall. Block after block in this szone is
covered with buildings with little or no open space in between.
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Urban terrain zone Al (core area).

Figure 1.
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Because these zones have occupied the same srea for a long
time, all three of the basic construction types--mass, hesvy-clad, and
light-clad framed buildings-~-are present.

Because nearly all the buildings in this zone are apart-
ments, urban terrain is nearly uniform throughout., This creates a condition
where no building has special advantage over any other in concealment,
veapons deployment, or other wmilitary considerations. The previous sone,
by contrast, has a wide variety of environments within and thus far more
military usage possibilities.

Apartment/Row Houses, Four Stories and Lower (Class A3).
This class (Figure 3) has buildings that are somevhat lower in height than
the previous class but they are still attached to each other; pedastrians
and vehicles are still restricted to the street.

These zones are large in area, frequently covering tens of
blocks. They are characterized by the monotonous rows of apartments and
row houses facing virtually every street in the szone. Only a few open
spaces exist, such as parks, and school grounds. Buildings commonly have
continuous backyards along which dismounted infantry troops could pass.
These open spaces, however, are often sealed off from the street and are
thus not accessible by vehicles. An exception is the hof or courtyard type
of upartment seen in Europe that has "tunnel” coancctions through the
buildings from the street to the courtyard.

Industrial/Storage, Ordered Blocks (Class A4). This is the
first of three very different types of industrial/storage zones (see Zones
Dc4 and Do4). In this zone Figure 4, the buildings are attached to each
other and cover most of the lots on which they sit. Land values in this
zone, being ad jacent to the downtown, are too high to allow buildings to be
detached.

Buildings in this gzone are strong, thanks to the need for
heavy construction to support industrial and storage activities.
Construction is usually either mass (mostly brick) or framed heavy-clad.
Floors are also stout. Cover ranges from medium to high. In addition, the
usually large, unpartitioned interior spaces offer no restriction to
deploying '"back blast" weapons, The large industrial type space within
structures could also serve as vehicle storage and repair.

Because buildings occupy most or all of a block's surface,
line of sight is short being limited to across and along streets. Also,
the often uniform height (about five stories) of these attached buildings
causes masking of the street from incoming artillery and from
air-to-surface attack.

Commercial Ribbon Development, Some Arterials (Class AS).
The practice of erecting attached buildings to get the most out of high-
value land continues along streets extending outward from the city center.




Figure 3. Urban terrain zone A3 (attached houses).
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Figure 4.

Urban terrain zone A4 (attached buildinga, industrial/storage).
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These form commercial ribbons (Figure 5) that in a peacetime situation are
sites for selling consumer goods and services.

These zones form an interesting situation for military
consideraticn because this attached character extends only one building
deep. Behind the arterial faced by attached structures are areas of
detached buildings, Movement of dismounted troops and vehicles along these
commercial ribbons would be restricted to the street while in the detached
building area behind, this restriction does not exist.

This situation exists in cities everywhere. While it is
common in the U.S., it caun be a dominant feature in some foreign cities,
especially those that have grown rapidly in recent years. Tel Aviv, Israel,
and Bangkok, Thailand are good examples,

0ld Core Vestigiel (Class A9). This is a zone (Figure 6)
that, although not found in all cities, could have special significance to
military operations where it does occur. Such zones are preserved as "old
cities." A famous example is the 0ld City of Jerusalem. They are also
common in many European cities. All are valued as cultural heritages and
all have a high commercial value for their attraction as tourist sights,

They all share the common characteristics of having been
built for pedestrians and not vehicles and thus have very narrow, twisting
streets. In addition, buildings are low-rise, multistory structures
occupying virtually all surface space. About the only open spaces (and
these are small) are around public buildings, a church, for example.

As expected, lines of sight are extremely short in all
directions. Ranges of engagement would also be short; minimum arming
distances on certain munitions would be a problem. At the same time, the
large number of mass buildings (both stone and brick) would provide a high
degree of cover. Concealment would also be high.

Zones with Detached Buildings (Close-Set)

In the following subclasses, the 1letter ¢ indicates that
buildings, while detached from each other, are set fairly close to each
other (from a few meters to tens of meters).

Core Area, Light-Clad (Class Dcl). This zone (Figure 7),
hds become very familiar in core areas of modern cities, The showy sky-
scrapers are of glass—cladded (and other lightweignt) material. Such zones
are common not only in the U,S, but in Europe, Asia, Latin America, and
elsewhere. One of the world's best examples is Hong Kong.

Unlike the core area already described (Class Al), the
buildings in this zone are usually set some tens—of-meters apart from each
other; the high value of the land is offset by the great height of the
buildings. The open space in between buildings is usually in the form of
small, landscaped courts and parks.
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Figure S.

Urban terrain zone A5 (old commercial ribbons).
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Figure 6. Urban terrain zorne A9 (old core, vestigial).
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Urban terrain zome Dcl (redeveloped core area).

Figure 7.
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Most of the buildings in the zone are offices. Common are
headquarters for important national-level corporations and banks. Key
government offices are also often present. Following the modern style of
office construction, "open bay" interiors are common. Little cover is
available but “back-blast" weapons could be safely fired. Another
advantage of these buildings is the presence of basements and underground
parking facilities.

Apartments/Row Houses, Greater Than 751 Frontage (Class
Dc2). This zone (Figure 8) has buildings like those of Class A3 except
that instead of being attached they are separated from each other by a
short distance. Accordingly, not all pedestrian and vehicle movement needs
to be confined to the street. Openings between buildings, however, are
narrow, often not much more than 4 meters.

Houses, Greater than 75% Frontage (Class Dc3). Structures
in this zone (Figure 9) are usually single-family houses. The aggregate
area of the zones is usually large, depending on the popularity of the
building of detached housing in the country where found. Many housing
tracts in U.S. cities would fall in this class.

The buildings are small and contruction is usually relative-
ly lightweight. Cover is, accordingly, also fairly limited. Rooms are
small and the possibility of firing heavy weapons from the buildings is
limited. ’

Industrial/Storage, Truck, Dock-Related (Class Dc4). This
zone (Figure 10) is quite unlike the previous industrisl/storage zone
described, 1Instead of having structures fully occupying the blocks on
which they sit, buildings in this zone are long and narrow in shape to
accommodate the type of transportation involved., Buildings associated with
railroad tracks and sidings are often separated by just the width of a «
railroad track. That space is easily masked by the structures, even from
oblique aerial observation.

Most of the existing open space is found near the ends of -
buildings where industrial raw materials and finished products are stored.
Only here are lines of sight reasonably long.

"Quter City" (Class Dc5). The term "outer city" refers to
zones (Figure 11) that have all the physical characteristics of zome Dcl.
That is, the buildings are multiple story, framed light-clad structures
that are detached from each other. Outer city zones have been built, in
recent years, in locations away from the city core as centers for offices
and other businesses. Examples are seen at the edge of large cities in
many countries.

Unlike the Dcl zones, these outer city areas stand out
sharply from surrounding suburban zones (with their low buildings) thus
giving them '"urban high ground" characteristics. Observation is good
outward for long distances. Fields of fire and lines of sight are usually
long. The zone's exposed position, however, also means that it is
potentially highly vulnerable to artillery and air attack.
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. Figure 10. Urban terrain zone Dc4 (rail/dock-related, industrial/storage).
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Figure 11. Urban terrain zone Dc5 (cuter city).
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Engulfed Agricultural Villages (Class Dc7). Rapidly
expanding cities, 1in countries almost everywhere, have engulfed nearby
agricultural villages (Figure 12) and other small towns, bringing them into
the greater, or extanded metropolitan area. The villages have houses and
barns (which have often been converted into housing or commercial build-
ings). Streets are usually narrow and twisting and contrast with the
broader streets and the planned, ordered look z£ the suburban development
surrounding them,

The zones are of intereat to MOUT planners because they form
localized areas of high building concentrations--with short lines of sight
and ranges of engagement--within areas of low building density. These
nucleated village areas could form defensive strongpoints within broad
areas of generally simple urban terrain.

Shanty Towns (Class Dc8). Areas of lean-to structures
(Figure 13) have .een built on unoccupied, low-value land in and around
many cities in underdeveloped countries to serve as housing for people
moving to the city from the country. The structures are wmade of any scrap
material available: lumber, brick, sheet metal, cloth, palm fronds, etc.
Cover available is thus very low. Concealment is usually quite good though
because of the high density of the structures, Another problem is orienta-
tion and navigation within the zone as a result of the irregularity of
building placements and the connecting path (proper streets are uncommon).

Zones with Detached Building (Open-Set)

In the following subclasses, the letter code o indicates that
buildings are detached but have more separation from each other than in the
previous group of close-set structures. Separations are often 200 to 300
meters.

Shopping Centers (Class Dol). Buildings in this sone
Figure 14) are used mostly for commercial purposes snd are set in clusters
designed to favor automobile transportation (easy access from street and
highways and with large, open parking areas). Buildings are designed to
have large areas of unrestricted, unpartitioned interiors.

Cover is fair to good because many buildings are of wass
constru.tion and thus have strong walls. Stout, concrete-framed parking
garages are also often present. Because of the large parking lots, lines
of sight and ranges of engagement are long (in going outward from the
cluster of buildings).

Apartments/Row Houses, Less than 75% Frontsge (Class Do2).
This zone (Figure 15) differs from the similar class in the previous sec-
tion (Class Dc2) in that buildings are farther apart and are often et in a
uniform pattern within a planned project; when viewed from the straet, the
open spaces between structures are wide enough to form more than a quarter
of the frontage of buildings along a blcck (or its equivalent), These
openings thus range from 5 to 75 meters or more. The general impression
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Figure 12, Urban terrain zone Dc? (engulfed agricultural village).
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Urban terrain zone Dc8 (shanty town).
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Figure 14. Urban terrain zone Dol (shopping center).
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Figure 15. Urban terrain zome Do2 (detached, open—-set apartments).
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is one of openness, Movement in and around these buildings can therefore
be in all directions. The only barriere to surface movement are light in
weight, such as hedges and fences.

The amount of cover can vary in accordance with the type of
construction. Some of these areas favor light-clad framed structu: es while
others have brick or box-wall principle buildings.

Houses, Less Than 75X Frontage (Class Do3). This zone
(Figure 16) is a very common ome covering typical suburban subdivisions.
Houses are set back from the street and separated by 5 meters or more from
their neighbors or each side. These gaps are wide enough to allow vehicles
to go between houses and operate in backyards.

Cover is slight with such small buildings. Maximum wall
thicknesses are about 30 cm for brick or block and brick buildings. Wood
framed structures, where seen, provide less cover,

Industrial/Storage,  Truck-related (Class __ Do4). This
industrial/storage class (Figure 17) is different from the previous two in
having widely separated buildings. The sparse pattern of buildings in this
zone, designed to provide asufficieut space for service by trucks, has wide
streets within the zone and extensive parking lots. In addition, open
space around the buildings serves as outdoor storage for goods and raw
materials,

Lines of sight within the zone are fairly long. Heavily
constructed buildings, often concrete or heavy masonry, provide cover.
Also the buildings are normally designed to permit vehicle entry; floors
are usually strong enough to support heavy vehicles.

As with all buildings, roofs offer little resistance to
incoming munitions. Coupled with the low degrees of masking, the zone would
be particularly vulnerable to air attack.

Commercial ribbon (Class Do5). This =zone (Figure 18)
consists of large, one or two story buildings or groups of buildings
fronting a major arterial street., They have open spaces in between and
large parking lots. Mass construction is common and thus cover
possibilities are good.

Lines of sight from the buildings to the¢* street are long,
thanks to a deep setback and location along wide streets. These arterial
streets are important to the traffic flow within a city. As such, they
often lead to or from key features, such as bridges or major intersections.

Administrative/Cultural (Class Do6). These zones (Figure
19) are made up of clusters of buildings that were constructed according to
a master plan that specified a considerable separation from one building to
another. This type of plan is used both to allow buildings to be viewed
from all sides (as in a cluster of class-styled government buildings) or
for efficiency (as ou a college campus or a military reservatica).

40




Figure 16. Urban terrain,zone Do3 (detached, open-set houses).
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Figure 17.

Urban tarrain zone

Do4 (detached buildings, industrial/storage).
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Buildings are often stoutly made thus offering a fair degree
of cover. Lines of sight and fields of engagement with the zone are long.

Although morphology is emphasigzed in the classification sys-
tem, the functional aspects have order. In Table 2, the three subdivisions
of Class 1 are all commercial: the city core has two separate areas,
attached and detached (close-set) while shopping centers are detached
(open-set). Class 2 provided for different morphological patterns of apart-
ments. Class 3 comprises small apartment houses and freestanding houses.
Class 4 has three morphological variations on the industrial/storage type.
Class 5 refers to commercial areas located beyond the core. Class 6 is
exclusively administrative-cultural (found throughout the city). Class 7
provides for urban-related agricultural villages. Class 8 covers shanty
towns, Class 9 makes allowance for the historic of old central core
areas.

The Study Cities

The area examined for each city was the continuously built-up
area. Some of these sreas involved more than a single corporate entity
(this fact is recorded by the use of dual names for some of the cities: Tel
Aviv-Yafo; Athens-Piraeus; and Panama City-Balboa). The process of inter-
preting the terrain zones was started in the center of the city and
proceeded outward until a break with the rural territory surrounding was
‘reached, Outliers were excluded whean they were observed to be niore than a
kilometer away from the main contiguously built-up area. In a few
instances, the lack of either map or photo image coverage of distant
* outlying arecas caused them to be excluded. In a few other insatances, where
advancing suburbanization from another urban center was encountered, an
artibrary halting line was selected. Another problem was faced in
selecting the ‘ount of nonbuilt-upon space to be included. The general
© rule was foliowed that if the open (often sgricultural land) lying among
urbanized units was connected with the surrounding countryside it was
assigned no urban class and was marked with an X on the maps.

The potential problem that derives simply from size aund
significance of urban areas-—and especially from country to country--was
mitigated by selecting cities that are reasonabiy close *o the same size in

population. Many are capital cities, but this is only incidential
considering that in the developing countries included in the study, these
citiea are the ~nly ¢ of any significance. Areas ranged from 30 square

kilometers .:& .0 8. . kilometers (see Figure 20). The assumption was
made .hat dealing with the corporate city alone was of little value.
(Owing to the vagaries of the political world, commonly the principal
corporate city of a metropolitan area comprises only a part and orly
occasionally does a corrorate city exceed the built-up area).
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Table 2

Urban Terrain Zones
Function/Morphology Relationship

Primary Function

Basic De Do
Class Dominant A (Detached (Detached
Number Function (Attached) Close-Set) Open-Set)
1 Commercial Commercial core Commercial core Shopping centers
and offices
2 Residential Apartments near Apartments and Apartments
core row houses
3 Residential Low-rise Houses, Houses,
apartments close-set open-set
4 Industrial/ Flush to street Railroad and Truck
s-orage dock-related related
5 Commercial 0ld commerrial Outer city New commercial
ribbon cluster ribbon
6 Administra- —— — Open, planned
tive/cultural
7 Residential -— 01d villages —-—
and barns
8 Temporary — "Shanty towns" ——
residential
9 Commercial 01d commercial —-— ———
and core
regidential
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The selection of cities was based primarily on the desire to have
8 broad representation of urban terrain from various regions of the world.
Accordingly, examples were drawn from Western Europe, the Mediterranean,
Asia, and Latin America. Four are from the first group, four from the
second, two from the third, and three from the fourth,

Field Observations and Measurements. Each study city
(except Beirut) was visited to gain a more complete knowledge of its
composition and characteristics and to augment the photo 1nterpretatxon.
The approach was systematic and uniform for all places visited.

In each city visited, traverses were made, on foot, of each
type of urban terrain zone encountered. Iu the more intensive zones, such
as the Al core areas, a crisscross pattern of alternate streets was fol-
lowed. 1In thes large area zones, such as those of detached houses, selected
strects vere studied, Prior to entering the field, the remotely sensed
imagery was consulted to identify these large areas, Estimated centroids
of what were later--upon completion of the full iwage interpretation
process—to be delimited as urban terrain zones were identified and marked
on maps. Streets at these points were then visited.

In each zone, ground photographe were taken of representa-
tive situations and representative buildings. 1In addition, significant
features were noted. Both were referred to in the air photo interpretation
process. PFull interpretation was alwayc undertaken subsequent to the field
visits in order to make maximal use of the field observations.

Six of the cities were visited during the summer of 1983 and
five different cities were visited during the summer of 1984. Some cities
vere observed on more than one occazion. Helsinki had been studied on the
ground for the 1977 study and visited agein in 1983. Athens was visited
both in 1983 and 1984, San Jose, Costa Rica was studied on several
occasions during the late 19708 and early 1980s. Colombo was revisited
after a period of some 25 years. Vienna had also been observed some 15
years before. Braunschweig, visited in 1982 in conjunction with an inten-
sive study and model building of an adjacent area by TRASANA, was revisited
and studied intensively in 1983,

In addition to observation, photographing and field nota-
tion, a2 series of sample field measurements was made of characteristics of
buildings. Measured, in particular, were building construction types,
building heights, and exterior wall surface textures. Detailed information
vas gathered for the Al (core) areas of all cities (with the exception of
Beirut) and generally for all terrain zones. Field observation was employed
because of the great variety of scructures and other characteristics found
and to gain information where masking by tall buildings precluded identifi-
cations from aerial photography.

The method used for all Al areas consiasted of selecting
sample streets from within the zones to be studied. These streets, deemed
from field observation to be representative, included both principal
thoroughfares and lesser streets. Notation was made firs: of buildings on
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one side of the street for several blocks (the observation being made from
the opposite side of the street) and then of the other side of the street
by revarsing the direction of the traverse. Each building's height was
recorded under headings of building types. A separate inventory examined
surface textures and building material. To keep the concept of a building
uniform and to offset the vagaries of sise, some typical buildings were
first measured (by pacing the frontages) and these were used as standards.
Thus, two or three small buildings, in some instances, were only the
equivalent of one of the control buildings, Without such a procedure,
large buildings would have been underrepresented.

In addition to the buildings, nonsystematic observations
were made on such features as street widths, presence of underground
features, and the character of rooftops.

BACKGROUND ON WORLD URBAN MORPHOLOGY

Prior to discussion of findings, general reasons explaining differ-
ences and similarities among cities should be reviewed. This is especially
important when comparing international cities that are within countries of
varying levels of economic development and possessing varying forms of
government. The following relates and discusses universal factors that
affect the morphology c¢f cities. They are

® History of growth, expansion
® Current level of economic (a2velopment

® Cultural/political fnctot's*

¥

® Municipal statutes and ordinances

® Physical site

History of Growth, Expansion

The amount of growth and expansion that has occurred in a city and the
period of time in which it has occurred re important to know in under-
standing and interpreting the measurements of aresa within each urban ter-
rain zone. Cities that have had wmost of their a real expansion in recent
years will have considerably higher proportions of their total area in
modern (usually more open) types of areas and with more wmodern types of
construction than will cities that were areally large before the modern
period of expansion and whose newer extengion form a somewhat smaller
proportion of their total areas.

The reasons for relative differeuces in areal expansion vary. Some is
the result of such politically motivated occurrences as being the principal
urban center for a new couatry, one which did not gain political independ-
ence until the post-World War I1I period. At the opposite end of the
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spectrum are the older cities of countries--especially those in Europe-;
whose political status has been steble for some time. Specific cases
representing both types as well ss intermediates in this study are

® Tel Aviv is a city whose real expansion has taken place almost
entirely since independence of Israel in 1948 and continues to grow in
space today., The area built in the last 35 years dwarfs old Yafo (an urban
place of antiquity) and the area of Jewish settlements built ad jacent to it
in the period between the end of World War I and Independence. The city
has, in fact grown so fast that there is no traditional core area; a common
string street has been forced to serve this function.

® Caracas is another city exhibiting very rapid peripheral growth
in Tecent years. Not until 1938 were restrictions to the expansion of the
city lifted., It then grew so rapidly that the basic infrastructure of
streeta, utilities, and other amenities could not be provided everywhere
and immigrants seeking housing of any type "squatted" in large areus of
poorly built structures on the surrounding steep hillsides.

® The German cities of Braunschweig and Stuttgart, as is true of
most war-damaged cities in that country, elected to remodel the core area
as they rebuilt them but in addition, have allowed controlled growth at the
periphery.

Current Level of Economic Development

While most cities in countries around the world have exhibited a tre-
mendous growth and expansion within the last 30 years and especially in the
last 20, the impetus to grow is largely a function of tle level of economic
activity in the countries in which they are a part. A.cordingly, in these
study cities there are examples of continuous ard iﬁpid expausion and
examples of lesser levels of activity. Some of these ureas are

® Caracas, as the center of mineral-rich Venezuela, furnishes the
demand for offices to serve as financial centers for the country. Housing
and services have followed.

@ Kuala Lumpur, as the center for resource and agriculturally
rich Malaysia, has also become the center for the country's finances.
Moreover, it has sought to fill the vacuum created when Singapore, the de
facto financial center of the whole Malay Peninsula, became the center for
its own city-state country when it was created in 1965,

® Colombo, on the other hand, is the center for a country (3ri
Lanka) that has not shared much of the recent general economic development
of the rest ¢f the world. As a result, Colombo is little changed from
pre-Independence dgys.




Cultural/Political Factors

As might be expected, cities reflect the culture of the people of the
country to which they belong to a considerable degree. Longstanding
practices in architectural style are found to have physical manifestations
in urban communities of all sizes within countries. Sometimes these cause
significant differences in the urban pattern presented, 1In others, the
result is little more than cosmetic. Some examples follow:

® In German cities the curious practice of placing pitched roofs
on modern reinforced concrete framed buildings has been retained in
immediate postwar and current development. Reflected in this practice is
the concern for maintaining the traditional culture, one that dates back to
the Middle Ages and before when cities, figuratively speaking, grew out of
the forests. The practice of favoring pitched roofs is violated in high-
rise structures but is widely seen in low-rise buildings in all core
areas.

® In Mediterranean areas (those on the continent of Europe, in
the Middle Basc and in North Africa), cultural tradition calls for the use
of urban form, that is, the filling of building lots so that there is no
space laterally between building and little or no open space to the front
or back. While this practice is one followed out of necessity in core
arers of cities everywhere because of expensive land, in Mediterranean and
Mediterranean-influenced parts of the world it extends, for cultural
reasons, to residential as well. As a result, houses are crowded together
even in new suburbs at the edge of the city. The phenomenon is seen in
Athens, Beirut, Tel Aviv, and Tunis in the Old World and in its colonial
form in Latin America as well.

Municipal Statutes and Ordinances

Not only are there some broad differences among countries but the
layer of municipal governments can cause sowe variations from the norm as
well., The study cities demonstrate some of these.

® Panama City, during the long period the U.S. leased the Canal
Zone, was not allowed, as an entity, to eancroach upon the adjacent Canal
Zone., As a result, an extremely strong contrast in form is seen along the
two sides of the former boundary. Urban areas in the Zome (in Balboa) are
orderly and planned with wide spacing between structures. By contrast, the
older parts of Panama City directly adjacent are densely set. Im addition
to the city being proscribed from crossing the boundary, these structures,
being in the oldest part of the city, reflect typical Latinm,
Mediterranean-derived "urban form" modes of building placement on their
lots, Newer parts of Panama City, themselves r.present modern urban
planning practice and thus manifest a pattern little different frow forms
seen in the Canal Zone. '

® Many German cities provide for their citizens public land to
maintain gardems and construct small weekend huts, These Gardenplatzen
occupy large enough areas of land to require a separate Level III urban

terrain zone class.
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@ The sharpness of the edge of the city is also a function of
laws and ordinances., German cities, in particular, tightly control urban
expansion. The surface manifestation is the presence of sharp boundaries
between city and rural land. By coutrast, little or no control is
exhibited in Caracas and Tunis where sprawl extends out into the mountains
in the first instance and the desert in the latter.

Physical Site

Physical site is placed last among this brief 1list of causes for
differences because its effects are readily obvious. The concern in this
study centers largely on whether the site is restrictive to urhan expansion
or permits it, For example,

® Tel Aviv's growth has been continually to the north and to the
east from its original development core near Yafc. Expansion has been
virtually unrestricted as it has marched out into desert lands although it
has now reached a point where it is competing with rich agricultural land.
Other cities with little or no physical restriction to expansion are Panama
City, San Jose, Stuttgart, Braunschweig, Helsinki (to the landward side),
Kuala Lumpur, Colombo, and Tunis,

® Caracas, by contrast, is a clear case of being restricted in
the lowland and foothills between two paralleling east-west ranges of the
Andes, Athens and Beirut are in a somewhat similar position occupying as
they do, land on a narrow coastal plain (and a valley coming inte that
plain in the case of Athens),

EVOLUTION OF BUILDING CONSTRUCTION METHODS

A major change in building comnstruction method, taking place in cities
throughout the world during the last 50 years, has been the conversion from
heavy reliance on msss construction to that of framed construction. This
process, which began with the introduction of frames for large buildings in
the 1850s has not proceeded to the point where virtually all new construc-
tion of buildings of any appreciable height--certain three stories and
beyond---and breadth are now made with frames. Frame materials are either
steel griders or steel-reinforced concrete coluuns and beams. In both
cases, the wall "in-fill" material placed within the frame or a "skin”
placed outside of the frame is very light in weight and is not load-
bearing.

Accordingly, there are, in cities all over the world, remnant, older
masonry structures existing alongside newer framed coanstruction buildings.
In rapidly growing cities, these framed structures are fornd both ia cen~
tral areas where they are replacirg the older masonry structures and at the
periphery of cities where rural land is being converted to urban usages.
This is not to overlook recent mass construction buildings seen in many
industrial/storage urbun terrain zones and some commercial terrain zones.
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This conversion has many manifestations of significance. In general,
the framed structures—-inherently capable of being much caller--are the
modern skyscrapers of the day and are used primarily for offices, hotels,
and apartments. Clearly, these are instrumental in changing the very shape
and profile of cities.

Most importantly, for the purposes of this report, this conversion
process has created (and is creating) an urban tevrain with characteristics
markedly different from those of the past. Understanding this new character
is vital in MOUT considerations. The city of today is far different from
the city of World War II days. Then, masonry buildings predominated. They
provide considerably more cover than do framed buildings because of their
vastly thicker walls, Wall breaching, a matier of concern with masonry
buildings, is virtually a moot point with framed structures. Almost all
munitions are capable of penetrating most of the walls of framed
structures--although the effectiveness of rounds (especizlly small arms
fire) penetrating these thin walls is not fully known.

An accompanying feature of framed buildings is that wany of them are
quite tall (the frame being well—suited to such comnstruction). Tall
buildings become at once both good places for observation and targets that
are not only larger but ones that may be hit readily by aircraft-carried
weapons and artillery. Also, these large framed buildings will often
(depending on their functional usage) have large rooms allowing for a
variety of military uses not possible in the older masoury buildings with
their characteristically smaller rooms,

The Perspective of International Cities

Certain variations on the general theme are observed in the study
cities. Some cities are farther along the conversion process than others.
Some are essentially new cities in which most of the construction has
occurred since the framed construction revolution began and framed build-
ings became the dominant type. Others are older cities that had achieved
large areas of masonry structures before the advent of framed structures
and still retain a high percentage of masonry structures.

The amount of economic development (of the country in which a city
is found) during the last 50 @ years plays a significant role in
understanding the patterns observed in cities. Until fairly recently,
cities in underdeveloped countries in most parts of the world made
extensive use of masounry construction. The building material (for the
making of bricks mainly) was local and the labor of erecting buildings
with this unit masonry material was affordable. The use of frames would
have required the importing of structural steel and cement, In recent
times, however, cement factories and steel plants were established (or
these materials could be imported economically from other low-cost sources).
Other technological advances favoring the move toward framed construction
have been the widespread introduction of the movable and portable
construction crane and the ability to transport pre-mixed concrete to the
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construction site by truck. Coinciding with this was a need for larger
structures (higher-rise) that could be built only by using framed
construction methods.

The result has been a virtual elimination of mass construction for
buildings of almost all types and sizes. An interesting curiosity in these
countries is the use of framed construction for even small, low-rise

buildings, In northwestern Europe and the U.,S., by contrast, framed
construction is reserved mainly for multistory structures while lower
buildings still commonly employ mass construction. Common building

materials are brick, concrete block, or either poured-in-place or "tilt-up”
concrete construction,

Speaking specifically of the study cities, a simple distinction can be
made between those cities that had achieved a significant part of their
present areal size in the "mass construction" era--and accordingly have
fairly high proportions of mass buildings--and those cities whose present
size has come about largely in recent times. These latter cities, because
of their tremendous impetus for growth, have also been ones to have
replaced many of their masonry structures that were in the original core
areas, Many of these masonry remnants (mainly brick) today stand
incongruously small and mean alongside their new tall and shiny framed
brethren.

Cities of the study with relatively large areas of masonry buildings
are the four European ones (Helsinki, Braunschweig, Stuttgart, and Vienna)
and the Asian city of Colombo located, as it is in an economically backward
country., Also in this class is San Jose, Costa Rica, a city in a country
that simply does not have the base for rapid economic growth and develop-
ment. Standing in sharp contrast are those cities where urban growth has
been rapid and have high proportions of framed buildings. These are Tel
Aviv, Beirut, Panama City, Caracas, Kuala Lumpur, Tunis, and Athens,

More detasiled discussion of the zonal pattern of this construction
phenomenon is presented in later sections,

URBAN TERRAIN ZCNES

Urban terrain zones have been delineated on maps of the study cities.
These zones, each distinctive and representing homogeneous arsas on the
ground, follow the classificstion scheme presented above.

For each of the cities, there is a series of thematic maps, each map
being devoted to but a single urban terrain class. The following exampie
(Figure 21) is of urban terrain zone cless Dc4 (industrial/storage, rail-
road and dock-related) for (he city of Braunschweig, West Germany, The
example contains a total of 19 separate, homogeneous areas of the city that
meet the definition of the class. Other urban terrain zones also have
representatives in several parts of each city, The use of the term zone in
this report is thus somawhat extended from a simplistic one that would have
but a single occurrence of a zone ir a city. 1In Pigure 21, the Dc4 zone
occurrences are industrial/storage areas that are found aloag the railroad




railroad or dock-related (Dcéd).
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service lines in and around the city. This pattern is quite similar to
that found in cities throughout the world (see & later section for visual
comparison of other classes).

The Delineation Process

For each city, the visual imagery was iaterpreted--supported by field
obgservation--and boundaries were drawn around each occurrence of each urban
terrain zone. The boundaries were then transferred o base maps of the
cities, An overlay was then prepared showing all of a city's zones. Then,
each zone was given a separate theamatic overlay. In this part of the
process, all occurrences of a class were blackened (as is seen in the
Braunschweig example).

The Measurement Process

Measurements of the area of each urban terrain zone class were then
made using an electronic planimeter with the scale programmed to read in
hectares (100 by 100 meters, or 10,000 square meters). Each map was then
reduced to fit on standard paper. Aggregate figures were then compiled.

MEASUREMENT RESULTS

In the broadest aggregated view (Figure 22), more than two-thirds
(69.6 percent) of the area of all urban terrgin consists of detached
buildings. Only 21.0 percent of the total area consiste of terrain where
buildings form a solid phalanx when viewed from the street; 9.4 percent is
in open space, wooded and nonwocded. Thus, the part of the city wvhere
virtually all movement of personnel or vehicles is channeled into and
restricted to the streets——the sort of enviromment offten conjured up in
grialy MOUT scenarios-——forms but a fifth of the total.

For purposes of discussicun, refer to the following abridged version of
the urban terrain zomne clessification system (Table 3). Full explanation
is given in Appendix A.

Areas (in hectares) and the percentages the; form of the total for all
urban terrain classes aren given ir Table 4. Cities are further grouped
inty the regional classes of 1) EBurope 2) Mediterranean (cities within
countries bordering on the Mediterranean Sea) 3) Asia and 4) Latin
America.
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Figure 22, Urban terrain zones, major groups: Area.
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Table 3

Urban Terrain Zones

Dec

Do

ON
ow

Do31

Al
A2
A3
A4
A5
A9

Del
Dc2
Dec3
Dcé
De5
De?
Dc8

Dol
Do2
Do3
Do4
DoS
Dob

Core area

Apartments/hotels, core periphery
Apartments/row houses
Industrial/storage, full urban form
01d commercial ribbons

0ld core, vestigial

Urban redeveloped core area
Apartments, >75% ground coverage
Houses, >752 ground coverage
Industrial/storage, RR or dock-related
Outer city

Engulfed agricultural villege

Shanty towns

Shopping centers

Apartments, <75% ground coverage
Houses, <75% ground coverage
Industrial/storage, truck-related
New commercial ribbons
Administrative cultural

Open space, not built upon

Open space, wooded, not built upon

A level III classification for leased garden areas (with
swmall structures) in German and Austrian cities
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This relatively low figure of 20.8 percent for the attached building
urban terrain classes is a product of the extensive peripheral expansion
growth that nearly all cities have experienced since about 1950. The outer
edge of these attached building terrain zones is essentially the boundary
of the older part of the city, that part that grew incrementally lot by
lot, rather than according to larger, planned units.

Some variations are seen regionally and from city to city. Mediter-
ranean cities, for instance (at 19.1 perceant versus the overall average of
14.3 percent for the A3 class) have high proportions of attached building
areas. This stems in part from the cultural practice of constructing
buildings to occupy their lots fully and in part simply from having been
built~up for a long time (and with relatively little loss of building stock
from war damage). A very good example is Athens. A contradiction, though,
is seen in Tel Aviv-Yafo, a city whose main build of area dates only from
1948 and Israeli independence.

European cities, especially German cities, had higher proportions of
attached zomes in pre-WW II days than they do today (discussion in Vance,
1977; Hall, 1981). Vienna--suffering relatively little war damage--also
has a large remaining stock of such buildings,

Of the Latin American cities, which might be expected to follow
Mediterranean characteristics, only San Jose has relatively large areas of
the traditional attached forms. Both Panama and Caracas have seen
extensive spread of their detached areas, along with considerable
conversion of older attached areas, so that today their older, attached
building zones, are overwhelmed by the newer, detached developments.

The detached, close-set building zones (Dc's) form 42.3 percent of the
total that is also a result of extensive, fairly recent peripheral
expansion of cities. Forming a large part of this total is the extensive
areas devoted to apartments, row housing and freestanding, but closely set
houses.

As with the attached classes, the Mediterranean region has percentages
of the detached close-set classes equal to or greater than the average for
all the cities. Tel Aviv-Yafo, again because of having experienced most of
its growth in strict accordance with a master plan since 1948 and because
nf its great need to house extraordinarily large numbers of immigrants, has
a large part (46.7 percent) of its total built-up area devoted to class Dc2
(Apartments >75% ground coverage).

The detached, open-set t ilding zones (Do's) are composed of three
basically different patterns. Some 7.5 percent (of all classes) is taken
up by planned unit apartment developments. Helsinki ranks very high among
cities in this class in part because of governmental assistance to housing
and in part because of the suitability of such planned cowplexes in an area
of severe winters. Athens-Piraeus, on the other hand, has an extraordi-
narily low representation of this class, due in part to liwited space.
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A similar figure, 8.1 percent is devoted to detached, open-set single
family housing (class Do3). This is a figure considerably less than would
be encountered in U.S. cities, especially the more recently expanding ones,
but expresses the factors cited earlier (economics, cultural preference,
planning legislation).

A third, and most common occurrence, is the area (5.8 percent) of the
universally observed class of adwministrative/cultural (class Do6). These
areas are such universal features a8 schools' campuses, governmental
building complexes, and hospitals). Notably, each region deviates but
little from the average for all.

The distribution of open srace (nonbuilt-upon space) 1is also
remarkably uniform in all regions ".ith each region varying but little from
the average. The spatial distribution pattern is also remarkably even.

Proportions of each of the classes within each of the three major
groups (attached, detached close-set, detached open-set) vary widely
(Figures 23, 24, and 25). In the attached class (Figure 23), the
residential class A3 is, expectedly, far and away the largest. Residential
classes-~Dc2 and Dc3-——are also the major representatives in the detached
buildings (close-set) class (Figure 24). The relatively large area in the
industrial/storage Dc4 class could be important in MOUT considerations. As
would be expected, the residential classes are also large among the
detached building (open-set) classes (Figure 25). The large area in the
administrative/cultural Doé class also has significant MOUT portent.

Aggregated Urban Terrain Zones

Summarizing the data in accordance with broad functional types (see
Figure 26 and Table 5) provides another view of the situation. Each broad
grouping of classes is examined under headings both of percent of total
area and frequency of occurrence of the terrain zomnes within each city.
For the former, the area of the classes is summed under the functional
classes listed, The number of occurrences refers to the number of
individual units summed from all the maps for each class.

The dominance of the residential classes is clear in the broadest
aggregate view (Figure 26). Conversely, comme,cial areszs that are so
important in terms of their locations and tall buildings occupy only a
small proportiou of total urban area.

Looking now at the percent of total ares column in Table 5, we Ssee
that 63.8 percent of space within cities is occupied by the classes that
are almost entirely vesideotial (classes A2, A3, Dc2, Dec3, Do2, and Do3).
Of these, Dc3 (houses, >75X ground coverage) is the dominant, forming 18.3
percent of the space of all citiea, in the aggregate. Classes A3
(apartments/row houses) and Dc2 (apartuments, >75% ground coverage) are also
relatively large in area. The open-set housing (Do2 and Do3) areas, while
smaller wvithin the residential group, are still large when compared to the
nonresidential zones.
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Urban terrain zones, detached buildings (open-set):
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Figure 26. Urbau terrain zones: Area.




Urban Terrain Zones Grouped By Fuuction--All Cities Aggregated

Table 5

Number of Percent cf Percant of
Groups Qccurrences Occurrences Area (ha) Ave 5ix (ha) Total Area
Residential
A2 23 3186 139 3.6
Al 74 12669 171 14.3
De2 146 10599 713 12,0
1Y Do2 317 6662 21 7.5
Do3 193 173 37 &.1
Subtotal 906 30.6 56457 62 63.8
- Industrial/Storage
Ab4 44 1147 26 1.3
Dcé 207 7635 37 8.6
Do4 225 3645 16 4.1
Subtotal 476 16.1 12427 26 14,1
Commercial
Al 16 915 57 1.0
AS 17 484 28 .5
Del 13 147 11 2
Dc$S 18 273 15 ]
Dol 7 39 6 al
Doj 1 383 35 4
Subtotal 82 2.8 2241 27 2.5
Administrative/Cultural
Dob6 595 20.1 5164 9 5.8
-
0ld Cove
A9 4 W1 211 52 ]
2
0ld villages
Dc? 26 9 320 13 b
Shanty towns
Dc8 29 1.0 2270 78 2.6
Gartenplate
Do31 67 2.3 1019 15 1.2
Open, not wooded
OoN 506 17.1 4588 9 5.2
Open, wooded
o 272 8,2 75z 14 4,2
TOTALS 2963 100.0 88459 29.9 160.0
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In terms of incidence of occurrences, the residential classes are
relatively not as dominant, counting for only some 3G.6 percent of all
cases. This figure simply reflects tne fact that homogereovs rvesidential
terrain zones in peripheral areas are extensive in ares and are homogenzous
in character.

Returning to the percen: of total area occupied by classes, the next
mnst extensive group of classes is that of industrisl/storage, accounting
for 14.1 percent of all city space. As might be expe~ted, the railroad and -
dock~related class (Dc4) accounts for the dominant part of this group while
the old, industrial/storage area near the core areas uccouate for only 1.3
percent of the total, Truck-related, while being an extensive user of
space where found, is still 80 new in most cities of the world that it -
accouuts for only 4.1 percent of total space.

Administrative/cultural, as a single, distinctive class, accounts for
a total of 5.8 percent of &ll built-up city space. At the ssme time, it
has almos: the smallest averaze size of individual occurrence with cnly 9
hectares. Many of these are schools with accompanying grounds,

Shanty towns account for 2.6 percent of all city space, but this
relatively high figure is boosted by the large area (some 1696 hectares)
in Caracas alone.

Commercial zones occupy a smaller amount (2.5 percent cf all
built-upon city space) of area than might be expected considering both
their economic significance and the tall buildings with vhich most of the
gones in this class are associated., This low figure demonstrates that the
perception ¢of such a feature as a downtown area probably comes largely from
a perception of its recognized ecoromic value plus the multiplication of
surface space that occurs in multistory buildings. 1f we were to allow an
average bhuilding heighi of 10 stories in the core areas (Al), the figure of
1.0 would attain far greatesvr significaunce.

The remaining three classes on the summary table (German garden places
at 1.2 percert, old core at J.Z parcent, and old villages st .4 percent)
are very limited in total and have greater local importance than they do
collactively.

Figures 27, 28, and 29 provide a graphic presentation of the rank
order of urban terrain classes within functional groupings. In Figure 27,
a1 ordered progression is seen Ifrom the A2 through Dc3 classes. A2, being
in ‘the core area, is zmall. A3, the bulk of residential area withia the
attached building groups, is large. 0f the industrial/storage classes
(Figure 28), the railroad/dock-related Dc4 class is twice as large as the
Do4 class; the A4 class is small, as would be expected. The total area of
the commercial zomes (Figure 29) is small but of these, the core area Al
class is the largest while the shopping center class Dol is the smailest.
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Figure 30 shows the relative ranked position of the area of all the
urban terrain zone classes. The residential classes dominate (the highest
three are Dc3, A3, and Dc2 with Do3 and Do2 close behind).

URBAN TERRAIN ZONE SPATIAL PATTERNS

The observation that urban terrain zones are replicated in cities
everywhere despite regional differences in culture, level of economy,
political structure and so on is demonstrated again upon examining the
similar spatial patterns that emerge when maps of the spatial distribution
of each urban terrain zone class (Figures 31, 32, 33, 34, and 35) are
placed side by side.

In each instance, the zonal class shown on the thematic maps has
approximately the same spatial distribution pattern for each city. The
pattern has a definite structure: occurrences of the class share such
features as being a similar distance away from the center of the city (or
in the center in the case of terrain zone Al), the relation to railroads,
being about the same sice, and with quite s uniform spatial distribution,
Each of the zones examined is discussed below.

Zone Al: Core Area

The core areas (See Figures 31 through 34)--by definition in the
center of the city--zcre <emall in area relative to the bulk of the
metropolitan area of the city (or corbined cities). Im the aggregate, they
form only 1.0 perceat of total surface area; counting floor space would, of
course, significantly incresase this zone's importance. For the landlocked
cities, they lie approximately at the physical center of the city (with the
exception of Stuttgart where expansion of the city to the south is
restricted by topographic barriers).

Vienna has the classical Altstadt (or old city), an area that has
always been the core of the city and has been preserved as that today. It
has the oldest buildings (a large proporticn of which are mass construction
in type) and narrow often treacherous streets (indeed, many of them have
been permanently set aside for pedestrian use oanly).

In Helsinki, a port city, the c¢cld core is adjacent to the harlor.
Although it is the site of a high proportion of older buildings, it has a
grid street pattern, one that reflects the planning of the whole city as an
adminitrative center going back to Russian times (1809-1917).

Stuttgart has a center that has been largely rebuilt in the process of
clearing aerial bombardment damage in World War II. The original irregular
street pattern has been somewhat modified during the process by straighten-
ing and widening arterial streets. Also, in modern times, the main street
through the area, along with some connecters, has been converted to being
strictly a pedestrian way.
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Stuttgart

Figure 31.

Urban terrain zone Al (core area):
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Braunschweig

European cities.




Beirut

Athens-Piraeus

Mediterrancen cities.

Urban terrain gone Al (core area):

Figure 32.
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Panamz-Balboa

Caracas

San Jose

Latin American cities.

Urban terrain gone Al (core area):

Figure 33.
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Kuala Lumpur

Colombo

Asian cities.

Urban terrain zone Al (core area):

Figure 34.
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The core area of Brauachweig is the most well-defined of all the
cities as it rapresents the ares that vas bounded by the city wall for a
long part of its history. The level of bowbing damage was high. According-
ly, wmost of the old mass construction buildings were destroyed or have
since been razed in the process of modernizing the city. As with other
badly damaged German cities, the essentially irregular street pattern has
been given more order.

Three of the Mediterranean cities--Tunis, Atheas-Piraeus, and Beirut-—-
Liave Al ccre areas. Tel Aviv-Yafo because of its rapid change, has none.
The sone in Tunis lies just inland--s typical lscgtion—from the port and
dock area and just sdjacent to the old Medina. Beirut is large enough and
complex enough to have two representatives of the zone.

The Latin Awericen cities of Cavacas, San Jcse, and Panama have
tightly defined cores. The Al zone ia Caracar vas in the approximate
center rrior to the exparsion of the rity to the east. The core area of
3¢n Jose is the old center having bex: laid out in Spanish colonial times.
Streets in the cor" 1 of Caracas arc vide boulevards while those of San
Jose are (witi. one exception) narrow, slrhough straight having been laid on
# grid pattern dy the colonial founders. The core area of Panama City is
bounded by the bgy on one side and hgs ihe traditional narrow streets of
colonial citizs. The center of Balboa is 20t a core in the traditional
sense dut ic the product of city planning as the Canal Zone was developed.

In Asi 1, Colombo has twn core av2es as is typical of former British
colony port cities in South Asia. Yhe British-fourded center (Fort Colombo)
dewnatrates the regularity of placniag while the nearby area (Pectah) is
wvhat the British referred to as the "native quasrter.” Kuala Lumpur has s
single 4] center that remaing 3s its principal business ares. A fair
amount of it, however, has beer razed to make way for a new Dcl center of
high~rise office buildings,

The iatter ias, to tanis day, a high proportion of simple brick
huildings and barrow aud iTregular.y patterned streets.

Zoue Dcé: Indusirial/Storage, Railrosd/Dock~Related (Pigures 35 through
38).

Multiple fuaction cities (as spposed to such small, single fuactioa
cities as rysort 'owns) everyvhere Lave distinctive zones that ara devoted
to industry/stor. ¢, developed ss & result of the presence of rail lines »r
docks. Tuese asonas have bduildiags that are linear in shape and are
separoted by narrow strips for rail liaes or docks. Cities of any
spprecisdle size have several discrate snd separated zones coming as a
result of having several railrosds, dockiug areas or, in the case of large
poit cities, both. The shape of the sounes themsalves tends to be angular
sud o~irow.

Of the Zuropesn cities, Vieraa has widely distributed rail/dock-
rel2ted industrial/sturage szonec both in the older part of the city alomg
reil lises, which converge cu this capital city, snd across the Dunube to
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European cities.

Urban terrsin sone Dcé (industrial/storage):
)

Figure 35.
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Pigure 36. U-bgu terrasin some Dch (imdustrial/storage): Mediterrsmesn cities.




Figure 37. Urbsn terrain zowe Dcd (industrisl/storege): Lsatin imericem cities.
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Colombo Kuala Lumpur

Figure 38. Urban terrain zone Dié (industrial/storage): Asism cities.
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the northeast. As with Helsinki, Vienna is a capital city and the largest
city in the country and is accordingly the center for much of this type of
activity.

Ounly Helsinki (in this European group of cities) is an ocean port city
(not counting the significance of Danubian navigation in Vienna) and thus
is the only one possessing a combination of Dc4 areas that represent both
dock and rail relationships. In Helsinki, the dock areas are to the south
while the interior areas are along railroad lines; together, they form the
locale for much of the commerce and industry of all of Finland.

Stuttgart's industrial/storage urban terrain zones are both widely
distributed and large in area. The whole zone ou the southeastern side is
occupied mostly by the works of the Mercedes-henz Corporation., This areas
follows the criteria for the zonal delineation thanks partly to the
railrosad and partly to the canalized portion of the Neckar River om which
rav materials for industry travel.

Braunschweig (see earlier description of this same map) clearly has
its Dc4 areas lying along rail lines surrounding the core end adjacent
residential area. Braunschweig indeed comes the closest of any city in the
study to displaying a concentric ring pattern of terrain zones.

Several examples of industrial/storage urban terrsin gones are seen in
the Meditervanean cities. These lie at a similar distance from the core
areas of these cities (with the exception of Tel Aviv-Yafo, which has no
modern core).

Tel Aviv-Yafo has Dc4 areas both at the dock area and inland along the
rail lines. Tunis shows a similar pattern (with the harbor on the easter.
side) and rail lines in the iaterior. Athens-Piraeus shows a similar
pattern with the dock area of Piraeus (on the Joutheastern side of the
city), a large industrial/storage area lying in betweea Piraeus and Athens,
and two other areas lying o the north. Beirut also combines its dock
areas to the north of the city and some railroad related areas to the
interior.

In the Latin American cities group, Panama-Balboa has both dock-
related representatives of the class on the western (canal side) and
railrosd~related ones to the northeast. Caracas has Dcé areas at both ends
of the trench-like valley it occupies. In San Jose, the rail areas lie
both to the north and to the south of the core area.

Colombo, being a port city with the country's msjor rail lines leading
from the port to all parts of Sri Lanka, has Dcé industrial/storage areas
in both locations. The docks ars along the northwestern side (along the
artificial harbor) and to the interior, meinly in the northern half of the
city. The Dcé area of Ku.la Lumpur is limited to the area along the main
railroed.
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Zone Do2: Apartments, Less Than 75% Ground Coverage (Figures 39 through 42)

Because high land values near the core make the wide spacing of build-
ings on their lots uneconomic, the space consuming Do2 class is found
mostly at the periphery of each of the study cities. These planned apart-
ment complexes require a fair amount of ground space for the apartment
buildings and associated land uses, like parking and chopping facilities.

The European study cities have a large number nf Do2 zones. As
expected, and conforming to theory, most are located at the periphery of
the city., Many are ceen in Vienna in a band at the edge of the city. A
similar pattern is seen in Helsinki, Stuttgart, and Braunschweig. In all
instances, these are clusters of high-rise, modern, reinforced concrete-
framed apartment buildings. Most are freestanding structures, usually long
and linear in shape and surrounded by open, landscaped surface with parking
areas interspersed. Virtually all have long, clear lines of sight in all
directions (this often means looking both inward toward the balance of the
built-up area and outward to the open countryside). Having large
populations and thus requiring a high degree of access, they are frequently
located along major arterials.

Following a definite Eurcpean pattern are the cities of the
Mediterranean area. Tel Aviv-Yafo, as part of its effost to construct new
housing for its many immigrants, includes a number of Do2 housing units in
its general development plan. As usual, they are located at the periphery
of the city reflecting the recent trend toward larger, multifamily
structures, Tunis has an incipient development of its own, again with
units at the edge of the city. Athens-Piraeus, although largely a city of
apartments, has few representatives of thies open-set class; most of its
apartments are in the Dc2 class. Beirut also has = large ares of close-set
apartments but does have some of the more open Do2 class located especially
in premium coastal areas and in areas in the mountains to the ecast.

The pattern in Latin American cities is (with the exception of
Caracas) not as intemnsive as that found in Europe. Panama City has one
major new area of this class (as well-developed as any in European cities)
and only a few lesser ones. The phenomenon has only barely come to San
Jose, a city which has so far expanded onto surrounding agricultural land
that has been plentiful enough to allow the construction of low-rise
structures and indivdual houses.

In Asia, Colombo has limited development along this line reflecting

the country's general economic backwardness. Kuala Lumpur has several such
developments in keeping with its modernism.

Zone Do3: Houses, Less Than /5% Ground Coverage (Figures 43 through 46)

Freestanding houses, not just a phenomenon of U.S. cities, are found
videly distributed in the international cities studied here. As their U.S.
counterparts, they are found occupying less expensive laiid at the periphery
of the city. Tracts of them, ordinarily fairly large, are planned units
built in recmt years.




Stuttgart Braunschweig

Figure 39. Urban terrain zone Dn2 (apartments, open—set): European cities.
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Tel Aviv-Yafo Tunis

Figure 40. Urban terrain zona Do2 (apartments, open-set): Meditarranean cities.
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< Caracas

panama-Balboa

Figure 41. Urban terrain zone Do2 (apartments, open-set): Latin American cities.
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‘Colombo Kuala Lumpur

Figure 42, Urban terrein zone Do2 (apartments, open-set): Asiasn cities.
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Helsinki

Vienna

Braunschweig

Stuttgart

Europaan cities

Urban terrain zone Do3 (houses, open-set):

Figure 43.




Tunis

Figure 44, Urban terrsin zone Do3 (houses, open-set): Mediterranean cities.
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San Jose

Figure 45. Urbam terrain zone Do3 (houses, open-aet):
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Colombo Kuala Lumpur

Figure 46. Urban terrain zone Do3 (houses, upen-set): Asian cities.
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The total space devoted to this phenomenon and the pattern vary consider-
ably from region to region. For the European cities, the occurrences at
the periphery of the city, but not in the area lying tecward the core srea,
reveal that this mode of urban form has not been part of the earlier
development but has happened only in recent times., In other words, these
areas at the edge of the city are quite saimilar to the situation with
rapidly expanding U.S. cities. In all cases, thesc zones lie some several
kilometers from the core of the city. While in all four European cities-—-
Vienna, Helsinki, Stuttgart, and Braunschweig--the instances of this class
are most often part of the outermost tier of functional zores, they do not
form a solid ring around the edge of the city: other wuses, such as
induetrial/storage and apartments are their neighbors. This fact is
potentially a useful one in zppraising potential MOUT operations.

Some freestanding housing exists in the Mediterranean cities but the
prevailing close-set detached housing, or even attached housing (the D¢
classes or the A classes) has been such a significant part of the culture
of the area that little of the open-set housing has been constructed.
Still, some are seen in the newer, peripheral developments of Tel Aviv-Yafo
and Tunis, Little occurs in Athens-Piraeus and none in Beirut (at least in
the area mapped, as determined by the extent of the topographic base map
used).

The tendency for constructing higher density residential tracts in
Latin American cities--following largely the exawple of the Mediterranean
colonizing countries—-means that here as well, the occurrence of detached
housing is slight. The readily explained exception is in Panama-Balboa
where the occurrences in the southwestern section of the joint city are
part of U.S.-designed and built Balboa. The area in the northeastern part
of the city is reminiscent of new developreats in Tunis and Tel Aviv-Yafo.
Developments in San Jose are also at the far periphery of the city.

Colombo has one large area of low-density housing occurring in the
southernmost part of the city. Freeatanding housing elsewhere is more
dense and accordingly falls in the Dc3 class. Again, Kuala Lumpur has
several such areas thus expressing its affluence.

Zone Dc6: Administrative/Cultural (Figures 47 through 50)

Of all the zonal classes, the administrative/cultuvral class is the
most evenly distributed throughout each city. The reason lies in the
nature of the function with many of the occurrencea serving a lccal part of
the city, a neighborhood school or church, for instance. Governmental
areas are found in both core areas and in suburbia. College campuses and
hospitals are also found widely in every city.
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Stuttyart Braunschweig

F1 _ure 47. Urban terrain zone Do (administrative/cultural): European cities,
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Tunis

Athens-Piraeus

Figure 48. Urban terrain zone Do6 (administrative/cultural): Mediterranean cities.
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Panama-Balboa

Caracas

San Jose

Latin American cities.

Urban terrain zone Do6 (administrative/cultural):

Figure 49,




Kuyala Lumpur

Colombo

Urban terrain zone Dob6 (administrative/cultural): Asian cities.

Figure 50.
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In addition to an even spatial distribution, these Do6é occurrences are
often fairly small in area, a school campus ground for instance, or a
cluster of administrative buildings, Some are large, however, as is seen
in some permanent military installations lying within urban areas. The
extensive grounds of university campuses or major hospitals with attending
buildings are other examples.,

Perhaps most important to the process of allowing for the encoun-
tering of various environments in MOUT planning is that administracive/
cultural zones are universal in cities throughout the world. Not all cities
have some of the other zones, such as shanty towns, for instance, But, all
societies have need for places to house their administrative functions and
all have cultural and other inscitutions that require homes. Because these
functions are administered either by govermmental or large private organi-~
zations, there is the opportunity to acquire fairly large parcels of land
and to place planned, orderly sets of buildings (with atteadant open area
in between) on them.

European cities provide a good example. In Vienna, significant space
is devoted to this phenomenon in many parts of the city. The only excep-
tions are the heart of the Altstadt--where space is limited for all
functions--and the industrial/storage areas where the occurreace of
administrative/cultural functions would be incompatible. The city's famous
Ringstrasse area--built on ground c«lesred when the old city wall was
razed--is the site of several Do6 developments, Helsinki shows about the
same pattern with its large planned administrative area adjacent to the
core, Stuttgart has a similar pattern with a significant area of public
buildings and open space lying just st the edge of the downtown area.
Braunschweig has somewhat smaller occurrences of the same situation.

The Mediterranean cities display asbout the same pattern. Tel Aviv-
Yafo--being a product of modern city plamnring--has such units quite evenly
dispersed. The large one in the 2astarn part of the city, howvever, is a
military installation. Tunis has some small instances in the older
(eastern) section of the city, some larger omes in the northern suburban
section, and one very large area of hospitals and related medical
facilities in the western, central part of the city. The pattern in
Athens-Piraeus is the usual dispersed one. Beirut shows a similar pattern;
the large area in the northwestern part of the city is the campus of the
American University.

The same general pattern is observed for the Latin American cities.
The large srea in central Caracas is a university campus. Panama-Balboa
has a fair number of occurrences of Docb6. Some are in planned Balboa and
some in ths wmain part of the city. San Jose has a wide number of small
instances in churches (always with accompanying plazas) and both public and
secu.lar educational institutions.

In Asia, the pattern is the same. Both example cities are product of
British colonizl developments, ones that favored the founding of adminis-
trative/cultural institutions with their accompanying forms. Colombo has
some large ones in the suburban area (central and south) but few in the
crowded residentisl and. commercial area in the northern part of the city.
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The comparisons descrided snd anajysed sbove are but examples of simi-
lar relationships observed from city to city for all urban terrain classes.
Individual thematic maps of each class for avery city may be cousulted (see
thematic mape in Appendix C).

CHARACTERISTICS OF BUILDINGS WITHIN TERRAIN ZOMES

The nature of buildings that occupy urban terrain gones ia of key
importance to MOUT, Knowledge of such features as the type of construc-
tion, building height, and exterior wall surface texture is invaluable. 1In
addition, by knowing the distribution of types of buildings, other charuc-
teristics important to military operations may be inferred. Examples are
lines of sight, fields of fire, nossibilities for maneuver, locations for
deployment of weapons of various types, and observation points.

Most of the zones in cities everywhere are largely homogeneous as to
type of buildings end their characteristics. Certainly, the residential
classes (comprising the most area in any city) tead to b¢ Lomogeneous. The
reason is that the mode of construction and setting of buildings within a
gone follows local construction practice. Thus, for example, tha single
family detached housing of residential arecas of a particular city will
nearly all be made of brick, wood, or whatever the local common construc-
tion form may be. Change of construction form has taken place at certain
times when either some new technoleogy was introduced or conditions for
importing exotic waterials and techniques became wmore favorasble. An
example is the conversion from brick construction to framed comstruction.
In 'a typical case, a large older area of residential bduildings made of
brick occupies a section of a city. The same city will almost always have
newer sections, constructad since modern counstruction technology came to
the country, where virtually all of the buildings are constructed with
reinforced framed concrete construction, The result is that a city has
several morphologically different residential areas. One area has one type
of construction, one has another but each has a high degree of homogenity.

Only when such areas undergo conversion .uilding by building does much
mixing occur., A typical case is an industrial/storage area that Faa asuch a
degree of permasnence that old masonry buildings are razed within a zous and
are replaced, singly, by framed conmstruction buildings.

Building Construction Types: Terrain Zones

The actual occurrence of building construction types and building
height is recounted in the following material. Methods employed to acquire
the data cousisted of devising a sampling frame with its sizy based on the
proportional representation of each urban terrain sone to permit equitable
comparison. The proportion that each urban terrain sone class formed of the
total was noted (from Table 4). Then, the sample sizs was decreed to be 10
buildings for each percentage point. For e~xample, the A2 zone, forming 3.6
percent of the aggregate, called for observing and classifying 36 buildirgs
within A2 zones for each city. The points within the zones to be sampled
were selected at random (by dropping a handful of thumb tacks on the map
and scoring the building» touched by the tack points).
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The actual figures were then converted to percentages for making relative
comparisons. '

Measurement of building types (Table 6) made the distinction between
mass and framed construction. Actual figures are given for most of the
sones of the city: sums and percentages are pressented for each region and
for the total of each urban terrain szone.

Prevailing types were then grouped. Figure 51 lists, in rank order,
terrain zones where mass construction dominates: Figure 52 ranks =zones
vhere framed buildings exceed 50 percent of all structures ia a zome.

Several separate reasons can be cited to explain why mass counstruction
deminates in some zones (Figure 51). In rank order--as seen on the graph--
are

® Dc?7 (the engulfed agricultural village) has a high proportion

of maus buildings partly because of having besn built prior to the time of -

modern framed construction and partly beocause structures are low-rise.

® A3 (apartments and row houses). Again, the attached form zones
are generally old and, in this case, are also low-rise.

® Dc3 (houses, close-set). These structures are¢ often built with
mass constructiuvn although the Mediterrancan area is an exception.

® Dc2 (apartments, close-set). Almost exactly the ssme pattern
(as the Dc3 zone) is seen,

® Do3 (houses, open-set). Traditionally, Do3 stuctures in wmany
parts of the world were made with mass coastruction but large number of
new, framed structures, especially in the Mediterranean, Asia, snd Latin
America have reduced this dominance.

Couversely, another set of equally applicabtle ressons can bde cited to
explain the domination of the remaining terrain rones by framed structures
(Figure 52). With the exception of the D32 modern apsrtment zone, all are
nonresidential in character. One important reason for this is the greater
inherent adaptability of framed structures in allowing subdivision of a
buildiang's ianterior space into the varying sized units required by a wide
varicty of nonresidential uvsers. Specific reasons, per sone, are

® Dc5 (outer city) is compomed entirely of framed light-clad
buildings. Only structures of this type would be suitable for the
commercial use for which they are designed.

® Do4 ({truck-rolated industrial/etorag2). Frames are dominant
here partly because these gzones are of receant vint=je and partly because
fram«d buildings, especially the thin-walled structures, are cost-
benafi-ial for many industrial/storages uses.

® Do2 (apartments, open-set). So axny units of this type use

framed structurcs as being the preferred means for constructing high-riss
(more than five stories) structures.
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Table 6
Building Types: Major Terrain Zones
Tarrain Classes
A2 Al Ad
d Cities Mass Trawmad Mass Frawed Mass Framed
« KUROPK
Helsinki 26 1¢ 134 1¢ 7 6
Braunschveig - - - - - -
Stuttgart 28 ¢ 133 11 7 7
Vienna 32 3 14} 3 9 5
Subtotal 86 22 498 24 23 19
Percent 80 20 9% 6 55 45
MEDITERRANEAN
Athens-Piraeus 4 32 14 130 2 12
Tel Aviv-Yafo 2 3 10 134 3 11
Beirut 3 33 ¥ 117 3 11
Tunis 8 28 94 50 6 7
Subtotal 17 127 145 441 15 41
Percent 12 88 25 15 27 73
ASTA
Colombo - - 130 14 9 5
Kuala Lumpur 17 19 125 19 6 8
Subtotal 17 19 255 k k] 15 13
Percent & s3 89 11 54 46
LATIN AMERICA
San Jose 12 26 138 [ 9 5
Panama~Balboa - - 36 108 5 9
Cuaracas - 14 70 5 9
Subtotal 12 24 248 184 19 23
Percent kX] 68 57 43 45 55
GRAND TOTAL 132 142 1058 682 72 96
PERCENT 41 59 y 39 43 ST
(continued)
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Table 6 (Continued)
Building Types: MNajor Terrain Zones
| Terrain Clavses o
; Do2 Dol Dod Doé
; Cities Nass Framed Naes Pramed Mass Pramed Mass Framed .
| sumoPE
| Helsinki 27 49 82 0 22 20 48 10
Braunschweig 49 29 82 0 21 21 21 38 |
Stuttgart 45 31 82 0 9 33 17 41
Vienna 51 25 82 0 28 14 56 _ 2
Subtotal 172 134 328 0 80 88 142 91 X
Percent %6 &b 100 0 48 52 61 39
NEDY TERRANEAN
Athens~Piraeus 0 76 16 56 0 42 8 50
Tel Aviv-Yafo 0 76 9 73 0 42 0 S8
Beirue 0 76 - - 0 42 10 48 '
Tunis 2 74 24 58 0 42 48 30
Subtotal 2 302 49 187 0 168 46 186
Percent 1 99 a1 79 0 100 20 80
ASIA * :
Colombo 58 18 y & 2 40 38 20
Kuala Lumpur 0 76 32 50 0 42 30 28 -
Subtotal 8 9% 69 9% 2 82 63 48
Percent 38 62 42 58 2 98 59 41 g
LATIN AMERICA
San Jose 0 716 70 12 1] 42 37 21
Panama-Balboa 0 716 17 65 0 42 kX 25
Caracas 0 76 14 68 0 42 20 38
Subtotal 0 228 101 145 0 126 90 84
Percent 0 100 41 59 (1] 100 52 48
GRAND TOTAL 232 758 546 426 82 464 346 408
PERCENT 23 » 17 56 &h 15 85 46 54
(continuved)
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Figure 51. Urban terrain zones: Mass construction dominant.
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Figure 52. Urban terrain zones: Framed construction dominant.

107




mwmﬂwmw WU WY POIWHOPE WS WA NN NWIORNIRAET

ACTIUJITN T W SSI WU AT RN w WY WA W AL W AW M R -\u\%

s A

-

e

R

v

® Dc4 {railroad and dock-related industrial/storage). While this
zone has numerous older mass construction buildings, frames form the major-
ity. As with the truck-related class, many industrial/storage applications
make good use of the properties of framed structures.

M ~

@ A2 (apartments, hotels in the core periphery). The figure of
59 percent framed structures in this zone indicates how far the transitiom
from mass coustruction has progress:d. This process, as expected, is much
further along in the more recently developed cities and lagging im Europe.

® A4 (full urban form industrial/storage). This zone has histor-
ically had a high proportion of mass buildings. The framed structures
majority, in the aggregate, comes largely from the more recently developed
cities, -

® Do6 (administrative/cultural), The bare majority of frames
stems mostly from the large numbers of recent institutional construction.
Institutions, by their very longevity, have large numbers of older, mass-
constructed buildings.

Building Height: Terrain Zones

A measurement of building heights for each zone (not all cities have
all zones) along with a statement of observed dominant height (in number of
stories) was made for each of the 13 studied cities (data appear in
Appendix B).

Some zonas are naturally low in profile, e.g., houses &nd truck-
related industrial/storage structures. In other instances, some cities are,
on the whole, taller. Generally, large cities have high enough land values
to make profitable the multipiication of surface space by high-rise con-
struction, Sometimes, land values rise (making tall buildings the only via-
ble alternative) due to physical lack of suitable building places. Espe-
cially tall cities are Caracas (large, rapidly growing and with a finite
amouunt of level land); Kuala Lumpur (quickly filling a need for high-rise
offices and hotels to serve a rapidly developing economy); Athens and
Beirut with their large populations and limited optimally located buildable
space; Tel Aviv as the leading commercial center of Israel; and parts of
Panama City in its rapid growth areas.

Low-profile cities are those of Europe plus slow-growing Colowbo, San
Jose, and Tunis., Each has, however, as the table indicates, some locally
tall buildings.

On the aggregate, the tallest urban terrain zones for all cities are

Al, the core

A2, the core periphery

A4, the urban form industrial/storage area located near the core
Dcl, the urban redeveloped core area

Dec5, outer city

Do2, open-set apartments
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Necesearily, or customarily, low-height zones are:

A3, apartments and row houses

A5, old commercial ribbons

A9, old core, vestigial

Dc¢c2, apartments, close-set

Dc3, houses, close~-set

Dc4, railroad and dock-related industrial/storage
Dc7, engulfed agricultural villages
DcB8, shanty towns

Dol, shopping centers

Do3, houses, open-set

Do4, truck-related industrial/storage
Do5, new commercial ribbons

Do6, administrative/cultural

Building height, as a measure, has some correlation with building type
(examined in the previous section). With only very rare exception, all
buildings over five stories tall are framed structures owing simply to the
infeasibility of using mass construction methods for all building construc-
tion. A high proportion of buildings shorter than five stories are also
framed structures. This situation is especially the case in Asia, the
Mediterranean, and Latin America.

The zone where the greatest degree of conversion can be expected is
the core area of a city. Because the land of these areas is constantly of
such high value, there is impetus to replace old building stock with new
(the direction usually being to taller structures able to take advantage of
the high~cost land). The following data--derived from weasurements taken
in the field with method described earlier--provides a detailed examination
of the core areas (Urban Terrain Zone Al) for the studied cities. Data are
given for 1) building type; 2) building height; and 3) exterior wall
texture,

Urban Terrain Zone Al: Building Types

The basic types of construction were observed and recorded in the
field for sample areas within the Al zone of each city. Notation was made
as to whether buildings were mass construction, framed heavy-clad or framed
light-clad (see data in Table 7 and the graph, Figure 53).

The total figures (for all the cities) show that mass construction
accounts for 39.7 percent. Framed structures (both heavy- aand light-clad
combined) form the balance of the total with 60.3 percent. Heavy-clad
structures account for 1G.1 percent vhile framed light-clad structures form
50.2 percent. Each region varies.

Looking first at mass construction, Buropean ard Asian cities have
figures ebove the average: 47.7 percent in Europe and 52.3 percent in
Asia. Mediterranean cities are slightly below average with 36.9 percent
~hile Latin American cities are considersbly lower at 22.6 percent. As
stated earlier, the rate of economic growth and development plays a
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‘Lable 7

Urban Terrain Zone Al
Building Type: Number and Percent

tieight--In Number of Stories

Mass Fr:med Heavy-Clad Framed Light~Clad Total !
Cities No. 4 Ne. b4 No. ) 4 No.
EUROPE
Helsinki 42 46.2 12 13.2 37 40,7 91
Braunschweig 54 44,3 2 1.6 66 54.1 122
Stuttgart 16 23.5 5 7.4 47 69.1 68
Vieans 83 64.8 18 14.1 27 21.1 128
Subtotal 195 37 177 409
Average 47.7 9.0 43.3
MEDITEKRANEAN
Athens-Piraeus 38 25.7 16 10.8 94 53.5 148
Tel Aviv-Yafo (No Al Zone)
Tunis 65 49.6 22 16.8 44 33.6 135
Subtotal 103 i 38 138 279
Average 36.9 13.6 49.5
ASIA
Colombo 71 62.9 12 10.6 30 26.5 113
Kuala Lumpur 53 42.7 7 5.6 64 51.6 124
Subtotal 124 19 94 237
Average 52.3 8.0 39.7
LATIN AMERICA
Panawma-Balboa 26 35.1 4 5.4 44 59.5 74
San Joge 28 35.4 7 8.9 44 55.7 79
Caracasg 18 10.8 19 11.4 129 7.7 166
Subtotal 72 30 217 319
Average' 22,6 9.4 68.0
GRAND TOTAL 494 124 626 1244
AVERAGE 39,7 10.0 50.3
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Number in Sample

Framed Heavy-Clad Macs Framed Light-Clad
" Building Type

Figure 53, Urban terrain zone Al: Building types.
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significant role. Cities ia those countries that have develuped rapidly
and whose urban complexes d¢.e mainly from the post-World War II period cau
be expected to have low proportions of mass construction buildings. Older
cities in stable countries {(Vienna is the most well-developed example)
retain many of their older mass structures with relatively little newer
framed construction except for necessary rebuilding. lany German cities,
of course, have had their downtowns very iargely rebuilt in postwar times.
A city like Frankfurt am Main is an excellent example, going as it did from
ruins to skyscrapers in two decades.

For the framed heavy-clad class, there is relatively little deviation
from one region to another. This represents mainly the recent construction
of large downtown buildings that had prevailed in the twenties and thirties
as cities everywhere first began erecting high-rise structures., Examples
of these are seen in 11 of the cities. The buildings have remained fairly
vwell untouched in the modern era as they are fairly large, and therefore
efficient structures and are no such obvious candidates for replacement as
are the usually smaller, less efficient brick buildings. Also, their
survival rate during the war was greater than that of the easily toppled
(and incinerated) brick structures.

The case for the framed light-clad structures is virtually the
inverse of that for brick buildings. Indeed, the framed 1light-clad
buildings have almost everywhere been constructed on land made available
by ragzing brick buildings; the process was "forced" in the case of many
var-damaged cities. (The process in U.S. cities has been economically
induced). Europe, while it has many framed light-clad buildings, stands
below the aggregate figure. Of the individual cities, note that Stuttgart
and Braunschweig (both heavily damaged during the war) have extraodinarily
high percentages. In the Mediterranean cities, Athens-Piraeus has a high
development. If Tel Aviv-Yafo sctually had an Al zone, rather than simply
some string commercisl streets among apartment zones, the buildings would
be framed light-clad as are virtually all buiidings in this rapidly
developing city. The Asian cities are two opposites. Colombo is
economically backward with only one incipient new area of "light-clads.”
Kusla Lumpur, by contrast, is the epitome of rapid growth in a dynamic
economy where large aumbers of new, high-rise framed light-clad buildings
are currently under construction.

Urban Terrian Zone Al: Building Heights

Building height is a valuable and interesting fact for MOUT plamners.
First, the distribution of height of buildings is an indication of the
amount of floor surface area, considering that each floor is amnother
replication of ground surface area. Thus, in the simplest form, the grournd
surface is multiplied several times and thus provides that much morc space
for deploying defenders, weapons, and other military components.
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Building height is also a rough indication of type of comstruction,
considering the practical limit of five stories for mass constructioa
buildings and the virtual lack of limit to the height of framed buildings.
Generally, there are very few mass construction structures taller than five
stories and few framed structures shorter than three stories,

For the purposes of analysis (see Table 8 and Figure 54), discrete
floor heights are given for buildings ranging from three stories through
seven stories, the most common heights in core areas of cities. Beyond
this (eight or more stories), building heights vary widely. A grouping of
such structures covers a class that ranges from eight through thirty
stories.

0f the shorter structures, 24.0 percent of buildings, in the
aggregate, are at the three-story height, 20.4 percent are four stories
tall, and 15.6 percent are 5 stories in height. In other words, 60 percent
of all buildings in this core area zone are three, four, and five stories
tall. Of the remainder, the largest group is the top class (eight and
above) accounting for 22.0 percent of the total. This means that just less
than one~quarter of all of the buildings iun the Al zones are what might be
called "high-rise" while the remainder forms a relatively low profile.

Regional deviations from the aggregate are readily explainable.
Looking first at the three-story buildings, the European cities record
relatively low proportions (with the exception of Helsinki). The ready
answer is that s8uch relatively low buildings are inefficient users of

" scarce downtown urban space; most have long since been replaced by taller

buildings. Of the Mediterranean cities, Athens—-Piraeus has long since had
such critical need for surface space that the average building height has
had to be fairly great, Tunis, however, is still pretty much a sleepy
backwater and has shown little inclination to replace low buildings with
taller structures. The same htolds true for Colombo, where many of the
shorter Luildings remain essencially as they have for many decades. FKuala
Lumpur is the curious case having still both large areas of the older, less
efficient 'colonial™ structures ari sections of the most modern of new
framed high~-rise structures. Of .he Latin Awerican cities, Panama-Balboa
is a city with a generally low profile while Caracus--although it has wmany
remnant low structures--has large areas of draratic new framed 1light
buildings, :

Going upward in height, to the four-, five-, and six~story buildings,
we 3ce the archetypal European city character. Structures of iv.ia height
attain the maximum number of flnors practical withoutr provision of elevator
service. Such buildings are eificient users of expensive urban 1land.
Semblances of the same patt:ern show up in all of the regions with the
exception of Caracas, which has either low structures or the very tall, new
skyscrapers.
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At the higher end of the scale, Burop: is the region (within the study
cities) with the relatively fewest tall buildings. Part of this is
attributable to the clinging to older, classical forms of design. Common
in a West German city are successive blocks of recently constructed, framed
light-clad buildings attaining heights of only some five stories. By way
of contrast, Athens-Piraeus has a considerable number of buildings in its
Al aras that are &t or above eight stories; Kuala Lumpur and Caracas have
skylines punctuated by tall skyscrapers.

Urban Terrain Zome Al: Building Surface Texture

The texture of the exterior surface of buildings is significant to
MOUT considerations of the city because of the possible effect it has on
che behavior of warheads fired at buildings. Surface textures very from
smooth, as with glass and composition, to very rough, as with brick and
stone,

The nature of texture is a product of saveral factors. An cbvious one
is architectural. The architect prescribes a certaia textur: in order to
achieve a desired effect in the appearance of the building. This decision,
however, is tempered--as are all choices in buildiag design---by cost,
characteristics of the building, and the building's intended function. An
exaaple of the interaction of some of these can result iz an exposed
surface of decorative brick veneer on a frawed structure. Or, s veneer of
stone wight be selected to cover a brick-constructed building. Or, a
framed light-clad building may have a "skin" of glass.

The classes recorded require explanation. The class euntitled Brick
indicates exposed, laid brick and is usually of the common size (some 11 by
23 centimeters); the surface is geaarally that of common bricks. Stone is
mostly decorative and may have either a polished or en unpolished surface.
Plaster is commonly around 3 centimeters thick and has the usual sand-based
texture. Glass is a term used here for buildings with a complete glass
"gkin." O0f course, virtually all the other buildings have wvindows; the
reference to other material is that betwveen the windows. Composition
refers to building material of plastic or fiberglass.

Order does exist (see the date in Table 9 and the graph, Figure 55).
First, a majority of buildings in the study (some 62.2 percent) ara plaster
covered The main reason for the builder's choice of plaster is that it is
suitsble as a cover to protect the mortar of bricks forming the walls
(either load-bearing or in-fill) of buildings. It is also easily gives
further protection with paint. The percentage ia so high (higher than the
proportion of mass construction [wostly brick]) because plaster is used
both to cover the bricks of mass comstruction buildings aad to cover the
terra-cotta and concrete block "in-fill" walls of reinforced concrate
framed structures.
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Plaster

Figure 55. Urban terrain scae Al: Building surface textures.
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Referring to the total figures for other textures, we see that only a
small percentage (5.4 percent) has exposed brick, and a similar figure (6.7
percent) has exposed stone (most of which is veneer). The remaining
claszses, glass and composition (found only on framed buildings), form 9.4
percent and 16.2 percent, resjectively, of all buildings sampled.

An examination of the regional patterns shows that in some cases there
is little deviation from the aggregate figures while in others there is
considerable difference. Showing little difference from place to place is
the incidence of occurrence of brick and stone. Plaster, on the other
hand, shows rather broad regional difference. Some of this is due to basic
differences in construction type. Por instance, the high proportion of
plastered buildings in Vienna (in the Al area) is related to its high
proportion of brick structures virtually all of which are plastered. Con-
versely, Athens-Piraeus has a low figure thauks (o that sone's high pro-
portion of framed buildings. The areas with con istently high proporticus
of plaster-covered buildings are found in Asia ani in Latin America. Both
areas have large numbers of plaster-covered framed buildings snd, in
addition, a fair number of plastered mass structures. The figurus for
glass structures is fairly even everywhere except for Athens with _ts high

proportions of framed structures. The greatest deviations of composition

surfaces is gJeen in Burope and especially in the German cities of
Braunschweig and Stuttgart. Along with Finland, Germany uses its high
technology level to produce a wide variety of building materials. Advanced
architectural designs add to the variety of materials selected.

CONCLUSIONS

® Though many conditions vary widely for cities around the wvorld, a
positive sense of order and replication exists for the urban terrain sones
of these citieas.

® Urban terrain zones and building types of these cities are readily
classified in accordance with a universal scheme.

® The atudy cities are remarkably similar in the physical characteris-
tics of their building and terrsin rzones despite visual Jdifferences in
architecture.

® Interpreting remotely sensed imagery, supported by "“ground truth"
observations, is a valid method of acquiring highly detailed data.

® Field observations indicate that the principles concerning MOUT
usage of buildings (developed in Ellefsen, Carlson, Thein, Milligan, Lein,
& Kanemoto, 1981) are applicable to study cities.

® The urban terrain zones delimited in the study are near the optimum
level of generaligation to serve the needs of a variety of MOUT atudies,

® Variations in cities from region to region are caused, to a con-

siderable degree, by differences in level of economic development and
cultural preferences.
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® Development of a spatial model can be achieved by expanding and
using the single urban terrain zone thematic maps. Such a model has a high
potential value for future MOUT studies.

® vVaristions in cities from region to region are caused, to a

considerable degree, by differences in level of economic development and
vultural preferences.

® The extensive spatial expansion of cities throughout the world in
the last three decades has significant ramifications for MOUT. One is the
greatly increased use of reinforced concrete framed construction in all
parts of cities, This is only one expression of the pronounced trend to
using even lighter construction., These structures commonly use terra-cotta
brick as in-fill between the columns and beams (Figure 56). Another is the
construction of such related urban terrasin zones as detacied, high-rise
apartments, truck-related industrial/storage zones, and shopping centers.
These have the effect of producing a somewhat sharper edge to the . .riphery

of the city than is the case with unplarned incremental expansion composed
primarily of houses.

RECCMMENDATIONS

@ MOUT planners should develop a data base (containing information on
terrain zones, buildings, etc.) for a large number cf intazrnational cities
where threat situations could occur. Such a base would be useful both to

general theoretical studies and to the development of a discrete
inventory.

® Develop a general spatial model of the urban terrain zones of cities
with variations of the model for the different regions.

® Prepare contingency planning for the new type of features
encountered in the ever expanding peripheral areas of cities, the region
loosely and misleadingly referred to as the suburbs.

® The data acquired and the knowledge gained of the characteristics of
the MOUT envirorment should be transmitted to the entire MOUT community in
general and to branches of the U.S. Army in particular,

® The concept of urban terrain zones should be directed to MOUT
planners, espe:ially those in combat development and weapons development,
These zones could serve as elementary building blocks in the development of
specialized techniques and varistions of weapons. The MOUT enviromment is
significantly varied from place to place within the city and these
differences should be incorporated into thinking about urban combat. The
urban terrain should not be treated simplistically., Each urban terrain
zone has advantages and disadvantages.
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Figure 56. Cross sec’ ion (top view); typical terra-cotta building block;

in~fill 411 (framed light-clad constructiom).
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APPENDIX A

BUILDING CONSTRUCTION TYPES: DEFINITIONS
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BUILDING CONSTRUCTION TYPES: .DEFINITIONS

Many building classification systems exist, Some emphasize how the
! structures are used. Others are based on the style of architecture employed
y None of the existing civilian-based systems however, is suitable for
weapons/combat development use. Systems previously used for military
purposes have all been designed for such specific purposes as bomb damage
assessment or were specifically intended for only a part of the world and
do not meet the broad weapons/combat ~“evelopment concerns addressed in this
report. Accordingly, introduced here is a system that is based on an
important military consideration--the physical properties of buildings and
the significance of these in a potential urban combat situation. Further,
the system is applicable for urban areas throughout the world,

The system concentrates on the two primary methods used to erect
buildings. One method depends on the strength of the walls to hold up the
building and its contents. The other method relies upon a frame to bear
all the load of a building and its contents,

The distinction is fundamental and is of primary concern to the sol-
dier in the field and military operations on urban terrain. In the first
method--the load-bearing walls system--the outer walls (and certain inte-
rior walls) of a building must be quite thick in order to give them enough
strength to bear loads. The thick walls of these buildings naturally
provide more cover than do the thin walls associated with framed construc-
tion. Walls of framed construction buildings are referred to as '"curtain
walls" because they do little more than cover the frame and protect the
interior. (In addition, they bind the frame and increase its rigidity, but
this factor adds only a modest degree of cover, as from small-arms fire).

The building classification used in this document is based on the
R fundamental differences between load-bearing wall construction C(herein
called mass construction) and framed comstruction with its nonload-hearing
walls., The relationship to amount of cover provided by each is reflected
in the data given on the crucial features of wall thickness and proportion
of windows and doors to blank wall space.

THE BUILDING CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM

The classification system (see Figure A-1) views mass and framed con-
struction as the two solutions available to the architect to solve the
problem of how best to provide the type of building required to meet a
specified need. The two solutions are mass construction buildings or framed
construction buildings. The solution selected depends on the intended use
of the building.

Unfortunately, the story is not quite that simple when cities all over
the world of varying ages are considered, because architects in the past
could not specify the use of such materials as cteel and reinforced con~
crete used today in framed buildings. Most older buildings (roughly pre-
1900) used mass construction techniques. So we have, in cities today,
large numbers of older muass constructed buildings (usually made of brick)
standing alongside more modern comstruction replacements.
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Each of the two major construction types (mass and framed) is
subdivided into two parts. Mass coustruction is broken into unit masonry
and concrete, Unit masonry is the method of erecting buildings from
individual pieces of stone, brick, or blocks. The method is ancient and
simple (the pyramids were built in this way). A house whose walls are made
entirely of brick or stone is a good example. Concrete, on the other hand,
is a matasrial that can be poured and shaped into walls ané other parts of a
building that then harden into a durable material.

Framed construction is subdivided into wooden post and lintel as one
type and steel or reinforced concrete framed as another type. Wooden
framed buildings are a common sight to the American soldier because of the
widespread use of wood in housing construction everywhere in the U.S.
Steel or reinforced concrete framed construction is seen in cities through-
out the world, especially as used for modern high-rise buildings in
downtown areas,

Details of each type of comstruction follow: Full descriptions and
drawings of each type appear in Ellefsen, Carlson, Thein, Milligan, Lein,
and Kanemoto, 1981, Figures A~2 through A-5 are excerpted from that
volume. The following subheadings follow the organizstion of Figure A-l.

Mass Construction
Unit Masonry

Stone Buildings. Two subtypes of stone buildings exist: rubble
stone and ashlar stone. In rubbie stone comstruction, irregularly shaped
stones are placed one ¢n top of anothar to form walls. Large amounts of
mortar are used to bind the stonet together and to fill up the spaces
between them. In ashlar (cut or dressed stome) coastruction, the stomnes
are shaped into rectangular blocks and stacked to form walls. Becsauie of
their tight fit, little mortar is required, The ashlar stone wail ir more
dense than the rubble stone walls and, because of the binding accruing to
the laying of regularly shaped blocks, it has greater strength for its
width than does rubble stone.

Rubble stone construction is the cheaper of the two and is seen
in geaeral construcrion where stone is plentiful, It is often used for or-
dinary houses in such areas; much of the older construction in the
Meditervanean Se:z area cities is of rubble stone. In these areas, some
oider commercial huildings are also made of this material.

Ashlar stone construction is used vhere more money can be in-
vested. Commcn occurrences are monumental public buildings in large, impor-
tant cities. Good examples of these buildings are churches, govermment
buildings, and old fortifications, Walls may be up to several feet thick.
They are often found in the adwinistrative/cultural urban terrain zome.
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Brick Buildings. Viewed in the simplest way, brick is a man-made
form of stone (ashlar stone, in particular) made small enough to be handled
easily. Forming a thick wall with them requires only that large numbers
are laid (and bound by mortar) in such a way that they bind and brace each
other for maximum wall strength.

Because the load of the building is borne by the wall, only about
one~-fourth of the wall can be given over to windows and doors without
losing vital integrity, To help replace the strength lost, there will be
either brick arches or beams made of stone or some other material placed on
top of the window or door opening. Also those windows and doors that these
buildings do have must be aligned vertically as the weight of the building
is being held up very largely by the amount of wall lying between these
vertical rows of windows.

Another feature of bhrick construction (and a very important one
in consideration of the amount of cover provided by the walls} is that
thicknesses of exterior walls are greatest for the ground floor and are
made thinner for upper floors where there is less load to bear, In a
common situation, the wail of a six-story brick building is twice as thick
at ground flocr level as it is at the sixth floor level (see Figure A-2).

Brick has been a very commonly used building material in cities
throughout the world and accounts for a high proportion of the total,
especially in the older parts of cities. Brick is used for buildings meant
for a wide variety of uses although the most common use is for residential
buildings, houses, and apartments. Brick is also very commounly used for
stores, factories, offices, and public buildings. A note of caution,
though, many buildings having brick exposed on the outer walls are actually
framed structures covered with brick sheathing thin “curtain walls."

Block Buildings. Another common material is building block, the
blocks being made of a wide variety of materials including concrete,
pumice, and terra-cotta (clay). The principle that the wall bears the load
of the building is the same as that for brick buildings although these
materials are used for "in-filling," the making of nonload-bearing walls
for steel and reinforced concrete framed buildings as well. Usually, block
mass construction buildings are only oae or two stories tall and thus there
is no need for the ground floor wall to be thicker than the upper floor
wall. When additional load-bearing strength is required, steel reinforce-
ment bars are strung in holes in the blocks; mwortar is then poured around
the bars.

Block comnstruction is often used for lcw-rise commercial
buildings and factories. It also often forms the basic part of walls of
houses; a layer of regular brick is usually employed as a sheathing.

Concrete Buildings. Concrete construction takes the three iwajor
forms 1) poured-in-place; 2) tilt-up; 3) box-wall prinmciple.
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Figure A-2. Building types: I.D. characteristics (mass construction, brick).
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Poured-in-Place Concrete Buildings. These are made by pour-
ing concrete into forms to make walls and floors. Often, steel reinforce-
ment is used to add strength, The walls have great load-bearing strength
even though they are commonly only 15 to 20 centimeters thick. Also, be-
cause of their high density, they are quite resistent tr )..teral forces (as
an incoming round). Often, even though such rounds mnkajmﬁ&aa in the wall,
the steel reinforcement bar remains intact. This method c: construction is
seen most in commercial buildings and in factories,

Tilt-Up Construction Buildings. Inatead of pouring concrete
into standing vertical forms (to make walls), concrete is poured into forms
lying on the floor and then, when hardened, hoisted to an upright position
to form a wall. A mesh steel wire reinforcement is commonly used to impart
both tensile and compressive strength. The final product is a wall that is
some 15 to 20 centime:ters thick and is quite resistant to both vertical and
horizontal forces. This form of comstruction is relatively new and is com-
monly seen in new low-rise industrial/storage zones in the United States.
Considering the history of the spread of building technology, this form of
construction can be expected to be seen in cities throughout the werld
sometime in the future. ‘

Box-Wall Principle Buildings. This form of construction not
only uses concrete for the walls but for floor/ceilings as well. These may
either be poured-in-place or made elsevhere and transported to the
construction site. In construction, a series of boxes or cells is formed,
each of which supports the other. This method of construcion is well-
suited for the building of which supports the other. The method of
construction is well-guited for the building of apartments; each "cell" is
often a single apartment.

Framed Construction

Framed consiruction has been widely used throughout the world for cen-
turies. It is represeunied both in some very old forms and, since the intro-
duction of modern ouilding materials, some very new and important forms.
Amongst the older are wooden post and lintel (beam) structures, seen widely
in Europe where they are commonly known as "half-timbered" structures.
Primitive forms, such as a bamboo-framed thatched hut, are common in rainy,
tropical countries. But, frames are also modern for it was the arrival of
steel and reiniorced concreate frames that permitted erecting the "sky-
scrapers" associated with the modern city.

Wooden Post and Lintel

Thi, method of construction used wooden posts and lintels (hori-
gontal beans) .o form a frame that bears the weight of the building and its
coatents. In the construction process, before any valls are put in place,
cthese posts ar: set a few feet aspart, (With balloon construction—-the
method used very widely in the U.S. to build detached wooden houses--the
“gkeleton" it very light, being composed of 2x4's set 16 inches apart).
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Exterior walls are made by either placing material ("in-£ill") in between
the frame members, in the case of half-timbered buildings, or by adding a
sheathing over the columns (“stud") in balloon construction. In either
case, this material adds no load-bearing strength and is used only for
protection from the weather, to provide stiffening to the frame, and to
close off interior space.

Ralf-Timbered Buildings. These buildings have framess made
of squared wooden timbers, usually about 8 inches thick (see Figures A-3).
In most cases, the frames are exposed to view from the outside. Further
strength is given by short, diagonal braces seen especially at the corners
of buildings but also elsewtere in the atructure.

The valls are made of various materials placed in between
the frame members and are the same thickness as those columns, beams, and
braces. Materials usad at the time of construction were a single rowv of
bricks or often just straw and mud. Repairs are often made today using any
handy material, for example, brick, building block, etc. In all cases,
though, the wall is far lighter than those of mass construction buildings.
0les can be punchad in the walls using hand tocls. Roofs are also fairly
light, being made simply of rafters and stringers covered by terra-cotta
tile.

Many times, especially in Germany, the walls of these old
buildings (many are several hundred years old) have been covered with a
sheathing of shingles, tar paper, plaster, or some other low-cost material
to protect decaying walls from the eliements. When these buildings are aso
covered, they may look, at a glance, much like brick structures whose outer
walls have been sheathad by some other material. A major difference occurs,
though, in the pattsrn of the windows., In mass construction buildings,
vindows are always aligned vertically. In half-timbered buildings--as with
any framed buildings—windows can be placed anywhere along a w#all (as long
as they are between supporting columns of the frams) without reducing the
strength of the structure.

Half-timbered buildings, built in great numbers over a
period of several hundred years, are very common in many place in north~
vestern Europe., They ara in curreat use for houses, barna, and stores, In
many parts of Germany, they form the most common type of building in agri-
cultural villages. In these instances, houses and barns are either very
close to one another o- are connected., Half-timbered buildiugs are also
found in great numbers in central aress of small~ to medium—siged towns.
In larger cities, these small, old structures have been replaced by modern
buildings in core areas and are found omly in outlying parts of the city
vhere agricultural villages have been surrounded by modern suburbs,

Balloon Construction Buildings. The practice of using small
dimension "columns" and "beams" (2 x & inches or equivalent measurements)
came about only with the widespread introuction of sawmills using power rip
savs. These provided the means to reduce building construction costs and

to simplify the process.
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Figure A-3. Principles: Framed construction (general: wood post and beam principles).
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The outer walls are forzed by covering the frame with some
form of "sheathing." Common materials are wood siding and a single width
of brick. (Note: Many buildings that appear to be made of brick have only
a sheathbing of brick over a wooden frame. The sheathing is generally thin,
no more than 10 centimeters. Such walls provide little cover.)

Roofs and floor/ceilings are very lightweight. Roofs also
are light, consisting of rafters, stringers, and a covering of tar paper,
tile, shingles, or shakes.

In thece areas, balloon construction is used widely for many
types of buildings. Housing, especially detached (both single family and
small apartments) is the wmost common. Commercial businesses, small
warehouses and factories, also use this form,

Steel or Reinforced Councrete Framed

Framed buildings, coanstructed since their invention in about
1890, have skeleton frames made of either stenl girders (large 1l-shaped
members) or concrete poured in the shape of columns and beams around steel
reinforcement bars. Whether these frames are made of one material or the
other may be important where the collapse of a building is involved. Of
immediate importance, though, is that with both types of frames, the
exterior walls--being nonlocad~bearing——are thinner than those of mass
construction buildings. Accordingly, they provide only slight smounts of
cover.

The basic subdivision into heavy- and light-cladding refers to
the thickness of the "curtain call" material (sheathing) that is placed
over the frame. Heavy-clad buildings have composite curtain walls made of
such items as ordinary brick, terra-cotta brick, and possibly a veneer of
stone and are in the vicinity of 35 cm thick., Light-clad structures employ
a variety of materials., Many around the world employ a single row of
terra-cotta brick as "in-fill" material covered with a layer of plaster
(see Figure 56, page 121). Others use glass, aluminum, decorative brick,
and lightweight concrete aggregate.

Heavy-Cladding. The use of heavy-cladding was common for
framed buildings constructed during the period from about 1890 to 1941
(Figuwi A-4). During that time, buildings were styled to 1look like
tradit aal mass construction buildings, Light-cladding became popular
after .,rld War II and has been used almost exclusively for the large
number of modern buildings that have been erected in cities since that
time,
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Figure A-4. Building types: I.D, characteristics (framed, heavy~-clad),
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Light-Cladding. These buildings (Figure A-5) are easily
recognized by the obviously thin outer wall material, although sometim:s
“uildings are designed to look "heavy" by prescribing use of lightweight
concrete aggregate wall material (about 10 to 15 cm thick). Some have the
ertire esterior covered with glass. Im most, glass forms a high percentage
of the exterior wall., Others use a thick layer of aluminum, plastic, or
some other comyosition material. Nome of these materials provide very much
cover, except against small arms. Other parts of these buildings are
lightweight as well. Floor/ceilings are sometimes made only of corrugated
stecl plus a floor and ceiling covering. Some have lightweight concrete
floors. Others have floors laid over reinforced concrete floor joints ot
"gaffle-pattern" concrete forms.

These buildings are especially common in downtown areas
vhere they are used mostly for offices, hotels, and stores. They are also
the most common building type in the “outer city" urban terrain zones.
Another common use is the high-rise apartment buildings. These exist in
virtually every country of the world and are especially prevalent in newly
developed sections of cities in Africa, Asia, and Latin America. A
variation of thia comstruction method is also used widely for factory
buildings. Common with factories (and warehnuses) is the use of a light
steel frame covered with light corrugated steel or some composition
material. :

Because of their often great height, these structures could
be used for observation posts, keeping in miad that cover provided is
_slight. A possible use of of fices in light=-clad structures—which usually
have large "open bay" rooms—would be deplcyment of "back~blast" weapons.
A special variation of these light-ciad buildings, the modern parking
garage, has extra heavy floor/ceilings (to allow for the weight of
vehicles). These could provide considerable cover ageinst vertically
falling munitions.
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Figure A-5,
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APPENDIX B
BUILDING HEIGHT: TERRAIN ZONES
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Table B-1

Building Height: Terrain Zones - Helsinki

Number of Stories

1l to 5 5 to 15 15 to 30
Terrain Percent Dominant Percent Dominant Percent Dominant
Zone Height Height Height
A2 71 5 29 7
A3 91 4 9 8
A4 86 4 14 8
A5 - -
A9 - -
Dcl -~ -
Dc2 92 5 8 8
Dc3 ~ -
Dc4 94 2 6 6
De5 - -~
Dc7 - -
Dc8 - -
Dol 100 1
Do2 54 5 46 9
. Do3 100 2
Do& 100 2
DoS 100 2
Dob 100 4
a Do31 - -

143




Table B-2

Building Height: Terrain Zones - Braunschweig

Number of stories

1l to$S 5 to 15 15 to 30 J

Terrain Percent Dominant Percent Dominant Percent Dominant o

Zone , Height Height Height

A2 - - ‘

A3 - -

Ad - -

A5 - -

A9 - - -

Del 100 10

Dc2 100 4

Dc3 100 2

Dcé 91 2 6 6

De5 - -

De? 100 2

Dc8 - -

Dol 100 1

Do2 88 4 12 10

Do3 100 2

Do4 100 2

Do5 - - v

Dob 87 4 13 7

Do3l 100 1
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Table B-3

Building Height: Terrain Zones - Stuttgart

Number of stories

1 to5 5 to 15 15 to 30
Terrain Percent Dominant Percent Dominant Percent Dominant

Zone Height Height Height
A2 100 5

A3 100 4

Ab 100 4

AS 100 3

A9 - -

Dcl - -

Dc2 100 4

Dec3 100 2

Dcé 84 2

Dc5 - -

De? 100 3

ch8 - -

Dol - -

Do2 83 17 8

Dol 100 P

Do4 100 2

Do5 - -

Dob 87 3 13 6

Do3l - -
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Table B-—4

Building Height: Terrain Zones - Vieana

Number of stories

1 to 5 5 to 15 15 to 30 -
Terrain Percent Dominant Percent Dominant Percent Dominant
Zone Height Height Height
.

A2 75 5 25 8
A3 100 4
Ab 100 4
AS 100 3
A9 - -
Dcl - -
De2 95 4 5 7
De3 100 2
Dc4 100 2
De5 - -
De? 100 2
Dc8 - -
Dol - -
Do2 66 5 34 10
Do3 100 2 *
Do4 100 2
Do5 - -
Dob 95 S 5 7 .
De3l 100 1
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Table B-5

Building Height: Terrain Zones - Athens-Piraeus

Number of stories

1 to 5 5 to 15 15 to 30
Terrain Percent Dominant Percent Dominant Percent Dominant

Zone Height Height Height
A2 25 5 75 9

A3 100 4

A4 100 3

AS - -

A.Q - -

Del - -

Dc2 88 5 12 7

De3 100 3

Dcé 91 2 9 7

De5 - -

De? - -

Dc8 - -

Dol -

Do2 36 5 64 12

Do3 100 2

Do4 100 2

Do5 67 5 33 9

Do6 81 4 19 8

Doll - -
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Table B-6

Buildicg Height: Terrain Zones - Tal Aviv~Yafo

Number of stories

lto$ S to 15 15 to 30
Terrain Percent Dominant Percent Dominaat Percent Dominant

Zoue Height Height Haight
A2 56 4 &4 7

Al 100 3

A4 . 100 3

A - -

A9 - -

Del - -

Dc2 80 4 20 10

De3 100 2

Dcé 100 2

DcS - - 100 12

Dc? 100 1

Dc8 - -

Dol - -

Do2 9 5 91 10

Dc3 100 2

Dok 100 2

Do5 - -

Do6 92 4 8 6

Dol - -
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Table B-?

Building Height: Texrain Zones - Beirut

Number of storias

1l toS 5 to 15 15 to 30
Terrain Percent Dominant Percent Dominant Percent Dominant

Zone Height Height Height
L Y

A2 10 S 51 10 3 22

A3 69 5 k) 10

Ab 57 5 43 8

AS - -

Ag - -

Del - - ‘ 100 25

De2 38 5 4 ¥ 12 25 20

De3 100 2

De4 88 2 12 6

De5 - -

De? - 1

Dc8 100 -

Dol - -

Do2 - - 26 12 14 25
. Do3 - -

Dok 100 2

Do5 - -

Doé 81 4 19 . 10
P Do3l - -

£
-
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Table B-8

Building Height: Terrain Zones ~ Colombo

Number of stories

l to 5 5 to 15 15 to 30
Terrain Perc:nt Dominant Percent Dominant Percent Dominant

Zone Height Height Height
Az - -

A3 100 2

A4 86 2 14 6

AS 100 4

A9 - -

Del - ~ 100 10

Dec2 100 3

Del3 100 2

Dc4 92 2 8 6

DeS - -

De? - -

Dc8 100 1

Dol - -

Do2 95 4 S 10

Do3 100 2

Do4 100 1

Do5 - -

Doé 87 3 13 7

Do3l - -




| Table B3-9

Building Height: Terrain Zones - Kuala Lumpur

Number of stories

1 to$ 5 to 15 15 to 30
Terrain Percent Dominant Percent Dominant Percent Dominant
- Zone Height Height Height
A2 100 4
Al 100 3
Ab4 100 3
AS 100 4
A9 - -
Del - -
De2 77 5 23 7
De3 100 2
De4 100 2
Dc$S - - 3 12 67 30
De? - -
Dc8 - 0
Dol - - 100 5
. Do2 73 5 27 12
Dol 100 2
Do4 100 3
Do5 100 2
¢ Do6 79 4 21 8
Do3l - -
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Building Height:

Table B-10

Terrain Zones - San

AW TR WS TR e

Jose

Number of stories

l to § 5 to 15 15 to 20 -
Terrain Percent Dominant Percent Dominant Percent Dominant
Zone Height Height Height
A2 75 4 25 12
A3 100 2
A4 100 3
A5 80 4 20 6
A9 - -
Decl - - 100 12
Dc2 100 3
Del 100 2
Dcé 100 4
De5 - -
Dec? - -
Dc8 - 0
Dol 100 1
Do2 100 5
Dol 100 2 .
Do4 100 3
Do5 - -
Dob6 76 4 24 10 .
Do3l - -
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Table B-11

Building Height: Terrain Zones - Panaua City

Number of stories

: 1 to5 5 to 15 15 to 30
: Terrain Percent Dominant Fercent Dominant Percent Dominant

- Zone Height - Height Height
A2 - - - - - -
A3 100 2 ¢
A4 100 3
AS 100 4 1
A9 100 2
Dcl - - 100 12
Dec2 100 2
Dec3 100 1
Dcé4 100 2
Dc5 100 15
De’ - -
‘De8 100 1
Dol 100 2

. Do2 18 4 52 12 30 20
Do3 100 1
Do& 100 2
Do5 100 1

, Dob 63 4 37 7
Do3l - -

»-
h
t

.
S -
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Table B-12

Building Height: Terrain Zones - Panama City

Number of stories

1l to 5 5 to 15 15 to 30

Terrain Percent Dominant Percent Dominant Pcrcent  Dominant

Zone Height Height Height

A2 37 4 49 12 14 20

A3 100 2

A4 100 2

A5 60 3 40 12

A9 100 1

Decl - -

Dec2 7 4 61 12 32 25

Dc3 100 2

Dc4 94 2 6 7 .

Dc5S 100 30

De? - -

Dc8 100 1

Dol - -

Do2 37 10 63 20

Do3 - -

Do4 100 2

Do5 50 4 50 7

Dob 63 4 37 10

Do3l - -
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APPENDIX C

THEMATIC URBAN TERRAIN ZONE MAPS
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Helsinki: New Commercial Ribbons {D05)
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Braunschweig: Core Area (A1)
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Braunschweig: Urban Redeveloped core area (Det)
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Braunschweig: Houses, >75% ground coverage (Dc3)

175




T WAV TR U VR T TV ALV AP BRSSP A SRR . -

Braunschweig: Industrial/storage, RR or dock-related (Dcd)
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Braunschwelg: Leased garden areas {with huts] (Do31)
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Stuttgart: Core Area (A1)
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Stuttgart: Apartments/hotels, core periphery (A2)
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Stuttgart: Apartments/row houses (A3)
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Stuttgart: Industrial/storage, full urban form (A4)
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Stuttgert: Old Commerctal Ribbons (AS) |
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Stuttgart: Apartments, >75% ground coverage (Dc2)
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Stuttgart: Houses, >7S% ground coverage (Dc3)
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Stuttgart: industrial/storage, RR or dock-related (Dc4)
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Stuttgart: Enguifed agricultura) village (Dc7)
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Stuttgert: Apartments, <758 ground coverage (Do2)
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1:87,000

Stuttgart: Industrial/storage, truck-related (Do4)
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Stuttgart: Administrative/cultural (Do6)
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Stuttgart: Open Space, not butit upon (ON)
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Stuttgart: Open Space, wooded, not buflt upon (OW)
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Vierna: Apartments/hotels, core periphery (A2)
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Vienna: Old Commercial Ribbons (AS)
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vienna: Houses, >75% ground coverage (Dc3)
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Vienna: Industrial/storage, RR or dock-reiated (Dcd)
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Vienna: Engulfed agricultural village (Dc7)
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vienna: Apartments, <75% ground cuverage (Do2) 3
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Vienna: Houses, <758 ground coverage (Do3) }
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Vienna: Industrial/storage, truck-related (Do4)
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Vienna: Administrative/cuitura) (Do6)
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Vienna: Open Space, not built upon (ON)
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Vienna: Leased garden areas [with huts] (Do31) ?
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Athens-Piraeus: Core Area (A1) rack—t—rj
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Athens-Piracus: Apartments/hotels, core periphery (A2)
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1:106,700
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Athens-Piraeus: Apartments/row houses (A3)

220




i

| | N

1 s a7 1 i 1 3

\\:‘\ \ o ‘°J 4 km N
\\:T‘B"/‘B ,j o (; ‘),,J“ ﬂ 1:106,700 ?

Athens-Piraeus: Industrial/storage, full urban form (A4)
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Athens-Piraeus: Apartments, >75% ground coverage (Dc2)
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Athens-Piraeus: Houses, >75% ground coverage (Dc3)
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Athens-Piraeus: Industrial/storage, RR or dock-related (Dcq)
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Athens-Piraeus: Apartments, <75% grour coverage (Do2)
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Athens-Piraeus: Houses, <75% ground coverage (Do3)
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Athens-Piraeus: Industrial/storage, truck-related (Do4)
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Athens-Piraeus: New Commercial Ribbons (Do5)
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Athens-Piraeus: Admintstrative/cultural (Dob)
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Athens~Pirasus: Open Space, not bu!lt upon (ON)
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Athens-Piraeus: Open Space, wooded, not buflt upon (OW)
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Tel Aviv-Yafo: Apartments/hotels, core periphery (A2)
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Tel Aviv-Yafo: Apartments/row houses {(AJ)
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Tel Aviv-Yaro: Industrial/storage, ful) urban form (A4)
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Tel Aviv-Yafo: Apartments, >7SR ground coverage (Dc2)
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Tel Aviv-Yafo: Houses, >75% ground coverage (Dc3)
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Tel Aviv-Yafo: Houses, <75% ground coverage (Do3)
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Tel Aviv-Yafo: Administrative/cultural (Do6)
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Tei Aviv-Yafo: Open Space, not bufit upon (ON)
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1:59,000

Beirut: Co'e Area (A})




1:59,000

Beirut: Apartments/hotels, core periphery (A2)
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1:59,000

Beirut: Apartments/row houses (A3)
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Beirut: ir~.ustrial/storage, full urban form (Ad)
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Beirut: Urban Redeveloped core area (Dct)
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Beirut: Apartments, >75% ground coverage (Dc2)
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Betrut: Houses, >75% ground coverage (Dc3)
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Seirut: Industrial/storage, RR or dock-related (Cc4)
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Beirut: Shanty Towns (Dc8)
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Bairut: Apartrients, <758 ground coverage (Do2)
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Beirut: Industrial/storage, truck-relzted (Do4)
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Beirut: Administrative/cittural (Do6)
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Beirut: Open Space, not built upon (ON)
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Beirut: Open Space, wooded, not built upon (OW)
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Tunis: Apariments/row houses (A3)
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Tunis: 01d Core, vestigia® (A9)
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Tunis: Apactients, >75% ground coverage (Dc2)
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Tunis: Outer City (DcS)
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Tunis: Shanty Towns (Dc8)
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Tunis: Open Space, wooded, rot built upon (OW)




Colombe: Core Ares (M)
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Colom o Apertiventa/row houses (A3)
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Colombe: Industrial/storags, full urban form (Ad)
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Colawde: O%¢ Commerciat Ritbone (AS)
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Colombe: Urbien toteveloped core arce (Dci)
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Coloinbo: Apertments, >75% ground coverage (Dr.2)
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Colombo: Houses, >75K ground coverage (Dc3)
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Colombe: Industrial/storage, AR or dock-related (Dc4)
283




1:30,000

Colombo: Shanty Towns (Dc8)
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Colombe: Apartments, <73% ground coverage (Do2)
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Colombo: Houses, <758 ground coverage (Do3)
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Colombo: Industrial/storage, truck-related (Do)
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Colombo: Administrative/cultural (Do6)
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Colombo: Open Space, not dutit uan (ON)
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Colombo: Open Space, wooded, not but it upon (OW)
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Kuala Lumpur: Core Area (A1)
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Kuala Lumpur: Apartments/hotels, core periphery (A2)
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Kuala Lumpur: Apartments/rew houses (A3)
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Kuala Lumpur: 01d Commerctal Ribbons (AS)
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Kuala Lumpur: Urban Redeveloped core area (Dcl)
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Kuala Lumpur: Apartments, >75% ground coverage (Dc2)
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Kuala Lumpur: Houses, A>758 ground coverage (Dc3)
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Kuala Lumpur: ingr 'striai/storage, RR or dock-related (Dc4)
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Kuala Lumpur; Outer City (DCS)
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Kuaila Lumpur: Apartments, <75% ground coverage (Do2)
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Kuala Lurnpur: Houses, <758 ground coverage (Do3)

301




Kuala Lumpur: Industrial/storage, truck-related (Dod)
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Kuala Lumpur: New Commercial Ribbons (Do5)
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Kuala Lumpur: Administrative/cultural (Do6)
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Kuala Lumpur: Open Space, not buiit upon (ON)
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San Jose: Apartments/hotels, core periphery (A2)
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San Jose: industrial/storage, full urban form (A4)
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San Jose: Urban Redeveloped core area (Dc1)
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San Joge: Apartments, >7S% ground coverage (Dc2)
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San Jose: Houses, >75% ground coverage (Dc3)
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San Jose: Industrial/storage, RR or dock-related (Dc4)
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San Jose: Shopping Centers (Do1)
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San Jose: Apartments, <75K ground coverage (Do2)
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San Jose: Houses, <75% ground coverage (Do3)
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San Jose: Industrial/storage, truck-related (Do4)
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1:67.000

panama-Baiboa: Core Ares (A1)
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Panama-Balboa: Industrial/storage, full urban form (A4)
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Panama-Baiboa: O1d Core, vestigial (A9)
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Panama-Balboa: Urban Redeveloped core area (Dc1)
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Panama-Balboa: Apartments, >75K ground coverage (Dc2)
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~ Panama-Balboa: Houses, >75% ground coverage (Dc3)
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Psnama-Balboa: Industrial/storage, RR or dock-related (Dcd)
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Panama-Baiboa: Outer City (DcS)
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panama-Balboa: Shanty Towns (Dc8)
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Panama-Ba'boa: Shopping Centers (Do1)
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Panama-Balboa: Apartments, <758 ground coverage (Do2)
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Panama-Balboa: Houses, <758 ground coverage (Do3)
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_ panama-Balboa: Industrial/storage, truck-related (Do4)

337




|
|

1:67,000

1-:-iLm-

- Commercial Ribbons (DoS)

Panama-Balboa: !

338



Z &

1 1
= —
km

1:67,000

Panama-Balboa: Administrative/cultural (Do6)
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Panama-Balboa: Open Space, not built upon (ON)
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Panama-Balboa: Open Space, wooded, not built upon (OW)
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Caracas: Core Area (A1)
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Caracas: Apartments/hotels, core periphery (A2)
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Caracas: Industrial/storage, full urban form (AQ)
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Caracas: Old Core, vestigial (A9)




(220) abesanod punob G/ ¢ ‘syuawedy seiee)







(¥20) Pare13-4d0p Jo Wy “‘abesn1s/(elaisnpu sedesR)




Caracas: Outer City (Dc5)




Caracas: Shanty Towns (Dc8)
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Caracas: Apartments, <758 ground coverage (Do2)
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Caracas: Industrial/storage, trick-related (Do)




Caraczs: New Commercial Ribbons (Do5)
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Caracas: Administrative/cultural (Do6)
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